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REFLECTIONS 



UPON 



POLYGAMY. 




D IS SEIl¥;-A'T TbtJ I. 

S Polygamy is a dodrinc 
daily defended in comnnon 
converfation, and often in 
print, by a great variety 
ofplaufibJe arguments 5 and as thofc 
arguments are no where, that I know, 
throughly examined and difcufled ; 
and the determining that point, up- 
on plain and clear principles, is a 
B matter 



2 Reflections on 

matter of the utmoil confequence to 
human fociety ; This, I hope, will 
be a fufficient apology for a man, 
who hath confidered this queftion with 
all the care he could, to publifli his 
thoughts to the world, with that can- 
dour and freedom, w hich beft become 
a fincerc lover of truth, and friend of 
mankind. 

A (hort In the firft place, I have confi- 
the work, dered how •fa;:'ihis queftion is deter- 
minable *by. the law of nature : and 
under this .beady.- 1 'have confidered 
Mr. Lock's.tf^aidti iloncerning the na- 
ture of the marriage union. 

In the next place, I have examined 
this pradice at large, by the precepts 
of the Mofaic law, and the examples 
of the patriarchs, Abraham, Ifaac^ 
and Jacob, 

I then proceeded to the prophet 
fDavid, and inquired how far he was 

blame- 
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hiameableox excufeahh in the bufinefs 
of Polygamy, from the laws of God 
then in being ; and have ventured to 
differ from all the commentators I 
ever met with_, in the ferife of every 
text relateing to this point. 



In the next place, I carefully con- 
fidered the condition and confequences 
of Polygamy iti the great empires of 
flurkey , China, and Japan 5 and 
throughly examined the foundation 
of that opinion, which afcribeth the 
increafe of mankind in thofe countries 
to the advantage of this inftitution. 

And laftly, I have inquired into 
the reafons, why the northern hive 
hath ceafed to fwarm for feme centu- 
ries paft 5 and whether this be owing 
tc chc retardment of the human gene- 
ration, by the eftablifliment of Chril^ 
tianity, which aboliflled Polygamy. 

B z First 
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First then, Polygamy appeareth 
to me plainly repugnant to the law 
oi nature : inafmuch as it is found, 
by accurate obfervations on the increafc 
of mankind, that there are more males 
born into the world than females, and 
chat, in a conftant and eftablifhed 
courfe, in the proportion of about 
thirteen to twelve nearly 5 and fince 
the right of marriage is a right of na- 
ture, which all men have equal claim 
to, and yet this right cannot be ob- 
tained, if any number of men be al- 
lowed to have many wives at once 5 
therefore no fuch allowance ftiould be 
made : becaufe as many wives as they 
have above their juft number, fo many 
muft fuch a number of other men 
want. 

If one man, for example, have 
twenty wives to his (hare, nineteen 
men muft, of neceflity, be robbed, 
each of them of their natural right : 

and 
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and confequently, if it be agreable to 
the law of nature, that nineteen men 
fhould have nineteen wives 5 then is 
it diredly contrary to the law of na- 
turey that one man fhould have 
twenty wives, or any number above 
one at once. 

Akd, whereas fome have been fo 
weak, as to imagine mankind more 
multiplied by permitting a plurality 
of wives ; and confequently, that the 
ends of Providence, in the increafe of 
mankind, were better anfwered by 
that permifHon 5 the direifb contrary 
to this is derhonftrably true: forat- 
much as it is evident, that twenty men 
will, ordinarily, have more children 
by twenty wives, than one man by 
twenty wives 5 and of confequence, 
any greater or lefs number of men 
will have more children by any greater 
or lefs number of women, than one 
man can have : becaufe variety doth 
but excite to luxury and excefs ; and 
B } both 
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both thcfe enfeeble and enervate 5 and 
deftroy the main end for which the 
appetite of procreation was implanted. 
Not to infift, that fwenty men and 
fwenty women will, ordinarily, be 
better able, by their united care, to 
fupport and educate their iffue, than 
one man and his twenty wives \. 

But here it may be objcAed, that 
the excefs of one in thirteen will nqt 
be fufficient to anfwcr the extraordi- 
nary waftes of men above women, 
by war, vices, navigation, and 
noxious trades of various kindsj con- 
fequently, there muft alwayj be an 
excck of women above men in the 
world for Polygamy. 

I anfwer, that this excefs, confi- 
dered in reference to the fimple num- 



WPTTT" 



f upon this principle Charqndas the Hourian 
lawgiver excluaed all thofe from all offices of 
truft and dignity in his conunonwealth, who 
having children by 4 fifft wife married a fecond. 

bers 
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bets of thitteen and twelve, isfeeni' 
ingjy fmall 5 but coftfidered in relation 
to the aggregate numbers of a whole 
nation, is very confiderable : for ex- 
ample, the joint inhabitants of Eng' 
land and Ireland may be computed 
at about thirteen millions : Suppofe 
then, a wafte of half a million of 
men, every age, in thefe kingdoms, 
above Women, by the forementioned 
accidents, (which, I believe, will be 
thought a confiderable allowance) it 
is plain, there can ftill be no furpluf* 
age of women for Polygamy. 

The cafe will be ftill the fame, 
whether we fuppofe the inhabitants of 
thefe kingdoms to be more or lefs 
numerous. 

If ever there was a reafon for a plu- 
rality of wives, it was at the creation, 
and after the deluge j when the world 
wanted moft to be peopled : and it 

B 4 is 
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is certain, chat at the deluge, God pre-' 
ferved only l^oah and his wife, with 
his three fons and their three wives 5 
when he might have preferved any 
greater nunnber of women, had he 
thought a greater neceflary for the 
peopling of the world. It is alfo 
equally certain, that God might as 
eafily have created twenty women for 
Adam as one j and yet he created Eve 
only : alcho' as the prophet Malacbi 
obferveth, he had the vefidue of the 
Jpirit y the fame fpirit that impowcred 
him to create 0;;^, was equally fuffi- 
cient for any greater number. A plain 
demon ftration that he never Intended 
more than one woman for one man. 
And this is fully confirmed by our 
Matt. 19. Saviour. 

PoLTCAMr was not eftabliflied, 
nor fo much as permitted, by the 
law of Mofes. But however, Mofes 
allowed, in cafe of defilement, to 

give 
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give a bill of divorce || ; but with- 
out an exprefs licenfe to take another 
wife. 

This 



W Mr. Sekien tells us, (jtxorHebr. L 3. c i8.) 
that the learned of the Jews were divided up- 
on this point. The HilkUans held, that any 
diflike conceived of a woman juftified a divorce. 
The Sammaans affirmed, that nothing could 
juftify it, but fome real aftual defilement. Our 
Saviour feems to have been applied to as arbi- 
trator in this difpute^ {Matt, xix.) and to have 
declared in fevour of the Sammaans^ that an 
union, inftituted by God, was not to be dit- 
folved upon every trifling pretence ; that no- 
thing, but fuch foul crimes as are comprehended, 
according to the Hebrew idiom, under the word 
fornication^ could juftify that prafclice. 

Thus much is certain •, that whoever will take 
the trouble to conlider M(f€s's precept upon 
this point, (J)eut. xxiv. i.) will find, that no- 
thing but uncleannefs in the wife juftified a biU 
of divorce. 

What that uncleannefs was is not fo clear; 
but I think the moft natural interpretation of 
the word is unchafHty. And therefore, with 
great fubmiffion, Mr. Chub is not fufficiently 
juftified, in fuppofing the Mofaic precept in re- 
lation to divorces not of divine authority; in- 
afmuch as the feparation of man and wife, en 
account of unchaftity, is agreeable to the law 
of natiire ; and the only objeflion to Mofes is, 

that 
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This allowance the Jews in pro- 
ccfs of time greatly abufed 3 and far 
from confineing chemfelves to Mofess 
limitation, took every flight pretence 
of turning away one wife, to take an- 
other they liked better ; and by this 
means introduced all forts of corrup- 
tion and confufion into their families j 
and at laft they arrived to fuch a de- 
gree of iniquity, that it was cuftomary 



that this was permitted to be done in a private 
way. And this permiflion is what our Saviour 
feemeth to cenfure, as extending beyond that 
law. 

I ihall not take upon me to pronounce, that 
God cannot in any cafe or upon any occafion 
difpenfe with his own laws \ or that he is bound 
to give his people, in all circumftances, fuch 
as are moft perfe6t, and no other. 

But the true diftinfition I take to be here. 
Mofes permitted every man, in his private capo- 
eityy to put away his wife for uncleatinels : 
whereas, by the law of reafon, Ihe fliould not 
have beeil put away but by public authority znd 
a fair hearing. In the firft c^itMan put them 
afander, in the latter God-^ for in this cafe the 
judgment is his. Detit. i. 17. 

with 
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with them to marry a wife for one 
day. 

Nor was this corruption confined 
to the JeisDS i the whole world was 
now over-run with it : and it was 
almoft as flagrant in the practice of 
the Roman wives "f j as of the Jensoijb 
husbands. 

This was the ftate of things when 
the 'Pharifees came to our Saviour^ 
and put the queftion to him, whether 
it were lawful for a man to put away Mm. 19. 
bis wife for every caufe ? And he an' 
fwered and f did unto them. Have ye 



•f Nunquid jam tilla repadio eruhefcit., poft- 
tfuam illuftres qi4oedatn ^ nobtks Jiemifuey no» 
Confulutn ttumerO) fed Maritbrara, annos fuo$ 
cotnptdant. Seoec. de bene£ L 3. c. \6. 

Sic crefcit numerus., ftcjiuut oSo mariti 
^uinqae per autumnos ■ Juv. 

Ant miftus, out certe vixjam 'oicejima lux efty, 
Et nubit decimojam 'tekjina viro. Mart. 

not 
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not ready that he who made tbem at 
the beginning, made them mak and 
female^ andfaid. For this caufe Jhall 
a man leave father and mother ^ and 
cleave to his wife, and they twain 
Jhall he one jlejh? wherefore, they are 
no more twain, hut one jlejb. What 
therefore God hath joined together, 
let no man put afunder. Why then, 
fay they, did Mofes command to give . 
a writing of divorcement, and to put 
her away ? he faith unto them, Mo- 
fes, hecaufe of the hardnefs of your 
hearts, fuffered (not comrnanded}^o«, 
to put away your wives, hut from the 
beginning it was notfo. 

From this reafbning of our Sa viour s 
two things are clearly to be inferred : 
firft, That the union of one man with 
one woman, is an original law of na* 
ture, evidenced in the very creation. 
Andfecondly, That this union was, in 
the primary intention of God, to lad 
for life 3 and therefore, it is no matter 

what 
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what Mofes might have been direded 
by Almighty God, to permit to a vi- 
cious and ftubborn generation, to keep 
them from greater conuptionsf. 

The cjueftion is not, what was 
bccafionally permitted; but what was 
originally intended and enjoined ? and 
that is evidently the permanent union 
of one man with one woman* 

And indeed, the good of fociety, 
which greatly dependethupon the good 
education of children, is greatly con- 
cerned 5 and evidently requireth, that 



•f» I (hall not take upon me to fay, why God 
permitted this praStice at firft ; but this I can 
fay, that God himfelf declarethhis abhorrence 
of this praftice, (as it was then abufed) by the 
,. mouth of his prophet Malachi fch. ii. v. id.). I 
'.. am ienfible, that fome men nave interpreted 
K tlu» paflage into quite another fenfe: but who- 
H, ever conndereth the whole chapter, will foon 
n| feci that this interpretation is utterly abhor- 
rent from the whole fcope andpurpofe of the 
prophet, in this place. 

men 
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men fliould have but one wife at once $ 
becaufe a variety of children, by a 
variety of women, ( and thofe perhaps 
of the fame age, and in the fame circum- 
ftances) muft multiply the cares of 
education to fuch a degree, that it is 
impoflible for any father to difcharge 
his duty to them all, as he ought. 
And it is obfervable, that fuch chil- 
dren are always regarded or neglediied, 
according as the mother is eftecmed 
or dcfpiied : and this, I think, will 
beft explain that paflage in the pro* 
^hct Malachi J {u. ij- J where, fpeak- 
ing of the creation of one woman at 
the beginning, he putteth the queftion, 
jlnd wherefore one ? i. e. Why did 
God create but one woman ioxAAam? 
to which he immediately anfwcreth, 
that he might feek a godly feed : i. e. 
That the children of fuch an union 
might be carefully educated in the 
knowledge and fear of God, and un- 
der the example of continence and 
conjugal fidelity. Whereas, had Mam 

beea 
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been divided between many wives, 
his iffue vi^ould have had the curfc of 
a loofe and carelefs education 5 and 
been influenced, by their father's ex» 
ample, to luxury and incontinence 5 
which are the great fountains of im- 
niorality and irreligion. 

And this obfcrvation fumiflieth us 
with a fufficient anfwer to that argu- 
ment in favour of Polygamy, which 
urgeth, that children by fucccffive 
wives create equal contefts and com- 
petitions for the father's favour and 
fortune, with thofe bojrn of feveral 
wives, fubfifting at the fame time : 
for, fuppofing they didj how doth 
this affed: the objection in relation to 
the duty of education and mainte- 
nance? is it equally eafy to maintain 

^ and educate any number of children 

( by feveral wives at the fame time ; as 
to maintain and educate the fame 

^^ number by feveral wives in fucceflion ? 

^^ Mod certainly it is not. 

■CD Be- 
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Besides, the prefuniption is, that 
many wives fubnfting at once, >*iil 
produce more children than feverai 
wives in fucceflion : and confequently, 
both the care of education, and ex« 
pence of maintenance, will in thk 
cafe be greatly multiplied j and fbi 
that reafon greatly negleded^. No- 
thing is more known, than that the 
care of a very few children, nay, of- 
tentimes the care ot one, is found to 
exhauil the parents befl hours and 
years ^ and what then mud become 
of him and them, if this care be not 
only multiplied, but difl:ra<!%ed ? and 
therefore, as nothing can more con- 
cern the peace and intereft of private 
families, or the well-being of the pub- 



• Aind if St. Paul fightly account him 
worfe thaA an infidel^ who prmideth not for tbefc 
of bis own hot(fe'^ what are;we to think of him, 
who alloweth hinifelf in loph methods of mul- 
tiplying his family, as wili;make it impoffible 
tor him to provide for theni ? 

lie, 
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lie, than a careful education of chil- 
dren, nothing can be more prejudi- 
cial to either, than that pernicious 
and unnatural pradice of Polygamy 5 
which muft rob them of this advan- 
tage ; and inftead of increafing the 
parental care towards the children, 
render it languid apd indifferent to 
fuch a degree, that it is generally feen 
to end in an utter negleS both of the 
mothers and their ifltie ^. 

As 



♦ This point is well illuftrated in that paf- 

lage oiSaUuty (Bell. Jugurth. c. 80 ) " Etiam 

^ anteay Jugurtha^ Jilia Bocchi napferat^ verum 

^ ea neceffitudo^ apud Numidas JMaurofquej kvis 

" ducitur*^ qiiod JingtiU^ pro opihus quifque qtiam 

^ plurimas uxores^ denas aliiy alii plures habent ; 

^ fed reges eo amplius. Ita animus multitudine 

^ diftrMtuv^ nullam pro focia obtinet ; f artier 

\ ^ omnes viksfunt. Bocchus's daughter had al- 

i ^ foT-before thb been married to Jugurtha • 

J " but that is accounted but a flight tye among 

* " the Moors and Numidians:^ inafmuch as with 

** them every man hath many wives , ac- 

^ cording to his wealth ; fome ten, fome 

" more, and kings a yet greater number. By 

^ which means, the mind, diftraSled by vari- 

C ety, 
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As to the other objcdkion in rela- 
tioh to the peace of families, I deiire 
to atsk any candid or reafonable* man, 
whether ftnriilies can, in the ordinary 
cburfeofthihgs, be equally diftraftcd 
and difqoieted by the competition of 



*^ ety, regardeth none of them with atrue fo- 
^ cial affediofl ; and fo all become defpicable 
<« alike." 

*Alfo by that paflage in Procop. Hifi. Vandal. 
L 2. C. II. " va4J^mfJi,ivrot%nKtyviJLivfjLiK}iiff%t^otf (jjof 

** ( rty «7« Tvxoi ) ^vPosKHoi yvvAtKtu *jrajkf^t0f ovk A¥ ^x'ili 
«« €Tt?<eiToi yom. It is yours, (fay the Bartarh 
^^ ans\ who can have but one wife [at once] 
<^ to oe touched with folicitude for your chiP 
^' dren ; but as for us who can have fifty wives 
^^ if we pleafe, we are under no apprehenfion 
^^ of wanting pofterity.*' 

And by another of jlmmianus MarceUimsy 
where fpeaking of the Perfians (1. 13. c. 6.)%t 
hath thefe words ; " Pro cpibus qui/que adfcijcm 
^^ matrimoniay fltira vel pauca. Unde apud eosy 
^' per lihidims varias caritas difptrfa tortefaU 
^^ Each engaging in more or fewer marriages, 
>* according to his wealth; by which meaAs, 
^^ their affc«ions being diffipated ^ro' variety 
^ of lufts, become numbed and infeniible/^ 

feveral 
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fcvefal mothers and their children, in 
iucceflion, as by the competitions e( 
many mothers and their children, ^c 
once? furely no candid man will fay 
-theycan ; till it can be deraoiiftrated, 
that a fire (hall burn as fiercely, ^afte 
as much, and laft as long, iwithhalf 
the quantity of «ir and fuel 5 as it wdl 
with a double, * triple, or any greater 
quantity of both. And therefore, the 
good education ( I might add too the 
health) of children, and the peace andi 
well-being of families, and in confe- 
quetice of thefe, the peace and well- 
being of the public, is greatly con- 
cerned in driving out this evil pradlice 
of Polygamy from the focicty of man- 
kind 5 and introducing in its ftead the 
facred anion of one man with one 



woman. 



•And, that this tmion of one man 

wifch ' one woman (bould be for life, 

is evident from our Saviour's cxprcfs 

woi^s J 'What God haihjoined, ktno 

C 2 man 
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man put afunder. And therefore, if 
man cannot, mud not, put them afun- 
der 5 they muft continue together till 
it pleafeth God to part them, either 
by death, or the fentence of public 
juftice. And fo far was Gojd from 
intending to part them before, that he 
plainly intended they fliould fooner 
part with every thing elfe : even their 
neareft and deareft friends 5 for this 
caufe Jhall a man leave father and 
mother, and cleave to his wife. 

Akd indeed, if this union were to 
continue only at the difcretion of 
either party, or for any term lefs than 
life 5 the evils which would devolve 
upon fociety from fuch a limitation, 
would be infinite : the great engage- 
ment to peace and mutual love would 
be difTolvcd ; all the trufl and confi- 
dence of the mofl perfect friendOiip 
would be intirely deflroyed ; the af- 
furance of confolation in diftrefs, of 
fupport in ficknefs, and fociety in age, 

would 
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would be taken away from the earth : 
and the interefts of families would be 
torn into ten thoufand diftrai^ions. 
In (hort, the evils of life would be 
infinitely multiplied by it, and its 
greatcft bleflings infinitely impaired. 

And, on the other hand, themif- 
chiefs that would arife from allowing 
one man many wives at once, would 
be full as great as thofe that would 
arife from a temporary union 5 becaufe 
they would in a great meafure be the 
very fame 5 fince that alfo would of 
neceflity produce contention, difcjuiet, 
and diflrufl:^ and a didradion of in- 
tereftsi and would of neceflity de- 
ftroy the peace and confolation of life, 
and caufe great negledt and endlcfs 
mifchief in the education of children : 
And the evils of unbounded appetite, 
which are now in a great meafure re- 
drained by marriage, and banifhedto 
the beflial herd, would return with 
tenfold violence into the fociety of 
C J men: 
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raeii' : and therefore, the penniiQSloQ 
cither of a plurality of wives, or <if 
arbitrary divorces^ would be of iofir- 
nice iU' confequence to maakind; 

Another argument againft Poly^^ 
gamy is, that miferable ftate pf fer- 
"vitude to which the whole female 
world ate reduced, where-evct it ob- 
paineth. This is notoriously triie aU. 
over the Eaft ^ and perhaps, mc^fs re-^ 
markably To in China ;. vit Afmot 
they are as very flavcs as the \i^r> 
groes in the plantations j and ior 
^erfia, they a^c levelled wirfb the 
bcafts that pexifli. In Ci&<W f they 
are without inheritance j in ^9fr 
fiA\ without Souls. So that,, tf 
there were no other ebjetStion tg^ 
this pra(5bice, than the debafeonencanndi 



•*"^^i^i«i^«"«^ 



^ No females inherit in Cloitta. Navarette 
B. ii. ch. 3^ 



(J In Perfiuj the profoundeft divines teacb^ 
that women have no fouls. Fryar's Trave/sy 

the 
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the mifery to which It reduceth one 
half of[ the hafpiif).rpecies^ whercrcivcr 
it prcvaijetb,5 this aJooe werjc abunr 
dancly fufficient, to demonftrate it a. 
mod glaring and grievous violation 
of the Ia\y, oH oa^ure f* 

To. 



f To all this may be added mifchiels of 
many other kinds ; luch as parting, lendingj^ 
and pawning wives at pleaiure ; praftices fre- 
quent in Chtna. And. what is yet wurfe, L am 
diured, \% is a common praftice in T'urkcyy to 
nji^rdier and m^HQ.a>yay with thefe^ftrvile aflp- 
ciates, ujpoQ tjh^ flighi;eit fufpicion of jedpufy : 
apd without the ijeaft apprehenlion of a legal, 
proiecution upon that account: arjd in truth, 
now is it poffible it Ihoulld be otherwife ? inaf- 
much as moft of them are their (laves, bought 
in their markets, over whom they are as abfo- 
lute lords, as over th^^ii; tji^ulps, or other beafts 
of burden; and-'foj, V^pijij^ jW are only ac- 
countable to pfj^lgOf:^ Of ^l^intereft. This 
I vouch upon the cnedi|^diCai^^ of great 

inteeritv, who t6n4<4i»?»i( years at Smyrna:^ 
and haa himfelf th^^rtmcation to be prefent 
at one of thefe executioriiV wbere, in the mid ft 
of mirth, in a party of pleafure, he beheld one 
of thefe unhappy wives tied up in a lack, and 
thrown into the fea, with jis^ittle precaution 
or 90ucern, as ufually attends the drowning 
ofthemeaneft brute, in this part of the world. 

C 4 And 



44 Reflections w», Sec. 

T o this ic may be objedcd, that 
women are doomed to rnbjedion by 
Godhimfel£ - 

I anfwer, To fubjeftion, but not 
to flavcry. And God forbid, this di- 
ftindion Qiould ever ceafe, any more 
in the married, than in the civil foci- 

cty. 



An(d Okarius tells us, that both voluntary 
and violent deaths of wivesj occafioned byjea- 
loufy, are ifrequent m Perfia. Ambaf. Trm. 
B. vi. p. 239, 245. 
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Dissertation II. 

^Aving in the precedent dif- 
fertation fufliciently (hewn 
Polygamy to be deftruc- 
tivc of the natural rights 
dF mankind, and the peace of (bciety 5 
( cannot begin a further profecution 
of this fubjedt more properly, than 
by obferving upon the united igno- 
rance 
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ranee and effrontery of modern fircc- 
thipHers : M^ho, at dip fanae tinrjc that 
thfy ape; mfulpine f/?r//fitf«f w,ith,thf 
filffipippi^y afidi ifilffcyidfinqqv p^ the 
law of nature, are demonftraceing 
their own utter ignorance of one of 
its tpoit:inE?poRtant branch^sg by glca4- 
ing fb loudly and fo innportunately, 
as they have doiie for fpme years paft, 
for Polygamy f ; i.e. pleading for a 
licQnfp to yiolate^ae of the moft im- 
portant of all the laws of n^t^re : ^ 
law guarded with as many and as 
ftrong fan(51:ions, and demonflrated 



•f; Witnefs the Polj^amia Tritmphatrixj pub- 
lifiied m Imdpiij uo^er t;he namp 'pf 7??«»g^7/W 
Makmi ; apfl. aopi;hej5 dilJer,t;aj;ioi3 pn/the'l^ 
fuDjeO;, laid tp be written by a LordCnan^^- 
lor hi 'knglandr. a. marj of a? much fagacity iOidi 
a^fjn;? parts, perhaps, as any th^ ever M^fide4. 
in a court oi(egiiity. To, fay nothing of the d^ 
cilion of a chnftiiin biihop of no. mean talents^ 
upoij ijhi^ ppijOtv an^ •^^/t K^pwn, out<^ry pf 
Deifts andFree-thinkers, upon, this head j vyliich 
nobody who hath, been any way conveifant 
with ttieto, CW. be a ft^nge'i; to. ' 

with 
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with as much,, pierbaps more; eyidence^ 
from th?- reafpn. and nacuFc. qC things^ 
than any other whatfoever>Nay,.njofC5 
complaining of the alairidgm^^t oJE 
cheic naoural rights by the; priohibjdpfti 
^f Polygamy, ai: the. iamfr time that 
they wece ftrecching them beyond all: 
chc bounds Q^fit and^^,. to. the in-^ 
finite prejudice and difadvancagc oj^ 
fociety, iand the noCQiious violajtioft 
of the natural rights ok maol^im). 

And hete I mu(| beg ])eav€'(K)»pi}(^ 
a plaim qu^ftiooi to thefe raee of {xy^" 
sioc talenjts, as a late wwr bad m-* 
guenc occaHon codo- in another vi^oric ||, 
( and \ hope wid^ ^gifXi, biavc a^i^ )^ 
Po they Vxi&ift tihac Pdyg%«iy is % 
nototioas violation of the^vi; ^ 9S-, 
tutc \ if tbcy do know this, aod y^tj 
plead fef that yiela^tioQ, b>w Qiock- 



ing 
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ing muft this conduct be to every 
man of candour and honefty ? if they 
do not know it, can the laws of na- 
ture be felf-evident ? and in confe- 
quence of that felf- evidence, be fuffi- 
cient rules to all mankind, to dired 
them (at all times, in all places, and 
in all circumllances), in all the duties 
they owe to God and Man ? Can thofc 
laws be felf-evident, which have hi- 
therto been a fecret to men of fo much 
fagacity ?GinPolygamy be a notorious 
violation of the law of nature, and 
yet all mankind be ignorant of that 
violation, till the coming of Jefus 
Chrifi ? How came it to pafs, that 
(b young and fo uneducated a man as 
'^efm Chrift fhould fee the iniquity of 
this pradice, and condemn it, when 
fo great a genius as Socrates was ut- 
terly ignorant of it ? for otherwife, I 
am confident, he never would have 
committed it himfelf, as he un- 
doubtedly did : And when fo 

wife 
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wife a people as the Chinefi, uni- 
verfally allow and pra^tife ic at chis 
day ? 

Now that Jefus Chrift condemned 
it, is evident, from that exprefs decla- 
tatioa in the xixth of St. Matthew, 
that Whofoever putteth away his wife, 
and marrieth another, committeth 
adultery. Now I prefums, that no 
man will fay, that the adultery here 
committed, confifteth in putting a- 
way, but in marrying another. 

And will thefe gentlemen ftill in- 
fift, that the laws of nature are felf- 
evident, and obvious to the meaneft 
capacity ? and that Jefus Chriji 
brought no light into the world ? This 
I am fure of, the credit of their can- 
dour, as well as that of their fuperior 
abilities, is greatly concerned that 
they Qiould not. 

But 
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But Polygamy will be found 
more contrary to the law of nature, 
from another argument 3 and that is, 
the natural equality of defire, which 
it hath pleafed God to efbbliOi be- 
tween the fexes of the human fpecics, 
in order to continue and endear their 
commerce || in a (bcial union of affec- 
tion and interefts, and in a manner 
very different from that of all other 
creatures 5 whofe comn;ierce is limit- 
ed and regulated by times and Tea- 
fons. Now, if this deiire be righdy 
and wifely appointed by Almighty 
God, it certainly hath a right to be 
gratified 5 in Polygamy it can only 
be gratified in one fex, and confe- 



II Gr0f/'»5afligneth this reafoBy^itncng others, 
for the reception of fingle marriages atnopg 
christians; that the wife, beftowing herfelfio- 
tirely on the husband, may receive the equal 
return of his ^rhole heart and af&^on., 

quently, 
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quently, the other fex is injured in 
its rtitiiral right. 

I • flibtiid be j^lad 'to fee all the ihw 
'fidel fegacity 6i Jjfla and £«iig^ 
iihited in one hardy attempt to iin-' 
fwer this argUiment. It is indeed an 
argument which will give fome room 
'for idle wit, and loofe ribald ty 5 but 
thcii, it is wit very reoiOte' frotti wif' 
dom, as well as virtue 5 and- qomc- 
<^aently, fuch as muft for ever be ut- 
terly defpicable, in all ratioridl dif- 
jqirintions and determinations {|. 

An- 



\\ If the predominance of defire in Jbme men 
be urged, in oppofition to this way of reafon- 
ing, Imuftdeiire thofe thaturge it, torefleO:, 
how eafily that pretence is overthrown, by re- 
torting the predominance of defire in Jome wo- 
mUr J and if that never was, or can be, a rea- 
fon, why one woman fliould be allowed the 
ufe of feveral men ; it never can be a reafon, 
why one man ihould ht indulged in a com- 
merce with many women. Elpecially, fince 
this cannot be done in the ordinary courfe of 

things, 
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Another argument againft the 
abominable practice of Polygamy is 
taken from the deteftable evils of So- 
domy and Eviration 5 one, or both 
which, it never faileth to draw after 
it, where ever it cometh. 

A number of females, retrained 
in their natural rights, arc not to be 
kept within the bounds prefcribed by 
their tyrants, othcrwifc than by keep- 
ers envious of others, and incapable 
themfelves of offending in the charge 
committed to them : From hence 



things, without manifeft injury to fome other. 
Nam Uiwr cotttmta eft, qu£ bma efiy una viro \ 
qui minus vir una uxore comentus Jict ? A wife, 
if Ihe is a good woman, is content with one 
man ; and why ihould a man \ii he is a good 
man J not be content with one woman ? Pbntt. 
Mercat. Aft 5. Sc. i. v. 8. It is plain then, 
that nothing can be inferred from this acciden- 
tal predommance of defire in fome individuals 
of either fex, but this; that the defires of both 
are, in the main, equal. 

proceed 
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proceed thofe monftrous mutilations 
of great numbers of unhappy mor- 
tals, in the manner which is moft 
fiiocking, and moft injurious to hu* 
man nature. Nor will it, I believe^ 
be pretended, that this infamous prac- 
tice deriv'd its origin from any other 
fource, than that of Polygamy 5 tho 
other caufes (as one vice bcgetteth an- 
otheji) have continued to fupport aad 
propagate it in the world* 'l ■■ 

,ANDi as a number of females, re- 
ftrtuped and injured in their natural 
rights, introduced the infaiiious .prac- 
tice of Eviration J a nmriberof males, 
reftrained and injured in their natural 
rights, by the fame infamous'prac- 
tice of Polygamy, turned the in!ftin(5ls 
of tt'ature ouf of their prop^r^BbUffe, 
aoil uitroduced all that train of mon- 
ftrous and deteftable defires and bru- 
talities, which is^ ; dreadful ,even to 
think of, much" more to mention ; 
and whoever ibhorrcth thefe^ vile, 
.;: D thefc 
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thefe hellifh practices, muft ae the 
fame time abominate Polygamy, the 
parent of them |{. 

But here we are immediately up- 
braided with the facred writeiags, and 
the practice of the patriarchs and pro 
phcts. And I am forry to fee one 
gentleman, whoie talents I have long 
honoured^ roundly alfert, in bis let' 
ter to Dr. Waterland, (p. 8 ) « That 
" we muft allow, not only a plura- 
•" lity of wives, but a number of 
*' concubines into the bargain 3 unlefs 
:*' we will give up fome part, at leaft, • 
" of the fcripture, and condcnto ; 



(I How prodigjoufly the deteft^ble- viajjof 
Sodomy (1 might add too3rutality) pxeVi^ls, 
where-ever Polygamy is allowed, isfumdemy 
knovtrn to4ill who have been any way catpl^f 
fant in the accounts we hiave of the great ^ 
piresof^^i*.- nay, we are told, that thei« are 
public ftews for this aboHaination in the gr^at 
empire of Chinayjaxr^^ day; and > that uiofe 
of Japan are yet more corrupt. 

« the 
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the holy patriarchs, Abraham^ /- 

faac, and Jacob 5 and, above ali, 

"Davidy the man after God's own 

" heart 5 who had at leaft fevcn 

wives and ten concubines, without 

ever being admonifhed for it by 

any of the prophets 5 or cenfured 

by any of the facred writers : fo 

that here he (/'. e. the author of 

Cbrijiianity as old as the creation ) 

will probably turn your own rea- 

foning upon you ^ that it is a weak 

thing of you, to charge the law of 

nature as not ftrick enough \ when 

your own Scripture appears to be 

loofer," 
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But here this gentleman, with 
great fubmiffion, confoundeth two 
yety difFcrcnt things ; he faich, That 
we muft allow a plurality of wives, 
&€• or give iip fome piart of Scrip- 
tu|!e> aodconjdemn the patriarchs, ^c. 
Pray, may we not condemn the pa* 
triarchy, without giving, up fctipture ? 
D 2 Muft 
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Muft we condemn theScripturcs, cither 
as untrue or unholy, becaufe they re- 
late the condud of the patriarchs, in 
all the fimplicity of plain, honed 
truth 5 without concealing their leaft 
failure or infirmity ? What if the patri- 
archs did violate the law of naturft in 
the bufinefs of Polygamy 3 muft we, 
for that reafon, give up the Scriptures, 
' which tell us they did fo ? Was ever 
fo abfurd a dodrine as this advanced, 
in an age, and to a people, of un* 
common leafoing and penetration ! 
the Scriptures then are furely not to 
be given up as untrue, or uninfpired, 
on account of the veracity and inte- 
grity of the writers ; and therefore, 
condempirig the patriarchs, and igive- 
ing up the Scriptures, with great fub* 
miffion^ are two very difFeterit thin^ 

BuTftill, it fliould fcetn, we fiiuft 

give up the Scriptures. ; becaufe) as 

this gentleriian faith, they are looier 

than the law of nature/ Is thtn the 

'' law 
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law of nature loofe ? and doth it allow 
Polygamy, Concubinage, or any o- 
ther commerce of the kxes, than 
fuch as is founded upon a facred and 
infeparable union of one man with 
one woman ? and will this learned 
gentleman take upon him to prove ic 
doth ? if ever he undertaketh to do 
this , and publiflieth his attempt , 
(which I hope he will not for his own 
fake) I am commiflioned to promifc 
him a fpeedy and a full confutation. 

At the fame time that I fay this, 
I muft do this learned letter-writer 
the juftice to own, that Mr. Locke 
and fome others have thought fo far 
with him, as to declare their opinion, 
that there was nothing in the marriage 
union that (hould make ic lad longer 
than till the ends of it, viz. the pro- 
creation and education of children 
were fully anfwered. 

D 3 But 
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But they forget, that the ncccfSuy 
confequence of this opinion is, that it 
would then be diffoluble almoft at 
plcafure : firft, When there were no 
children : fecondly. When the child, 
or children, were dead : and thirdly, 
Whenever a proper provifion of fu- 
flenance and education was made, or 
believed to be made, for the child, 
or children in being : and laftly. 
When conceptions were cither pre- 
vented by medicines, or fecretly de- 
ftroyed by forced abortions, ( a prac- 
tice common in many parts or the 
Eaft) to leave one of the parties at li- 
berty : in one word, the neceflary 
confequencc of this principle muft be 
the introdu(5tion of infinite murders, 
and univerfal licentioufnefs among 
mankind. 

But to proceed I fhould be 

glad to know what this learned gen- 
tleman meaneth, by calling the Scrip- 
tures 
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tures loofer than the Jaw of nature^ 
Do they give any countenance or en- 
couragement to Polygamy, or incon- 
tinence of any kind ? are there any 
precepts or licenfes upon this head, to 
be found in them ? if there be, fliew 
them to us 5 and we are fatisfied : if 
there be not, how groundlefs, how 
unjuft, is this cenfure 1 

All then that can be inferred 
from this practice of the patriarchs and 
prophets, to the difadvantage of the 
fcriptures, is this 5 that God Almigh- 
ty did not think fit to reveal his will, 
as clearly and fully upon this head, 
either before, or under the difpenfation 
of the Old teftament, as under that of 
the New J or, having revealed it, fuf- 
fered that revelation to be loft, or ob- 
fcured, either by the negligence, or 
by the corrupt glofles and comments 
of idle and wicked men. And will 
any man of candour and confidera- 
tion fay, that God is obliged to pre- 
D 4 vent 
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vent fuch corruptions ? or, that he i$ 
obliged to reveal his will ecjually at 
all times, and in all places, to all 
mankind ? This evil do(5hine is now, 
I hope, fufficiently exploded 5 at leaft, 
I am fure, it is fufficiently {{ confuted. 
Or, if others can have a right to an 
cxprefs revelation from God, on this 
head 5 yet furely they, of all mankind, 
will make no fuch claim, who pretend, 
that God Almighty hath already re- 
vealed all that he could reveal to 
mankind 5 by the fole light of nature : 
and therefore, if the filence or obfcurity 
of the law of nature upon this head, 
till the coming of jefm Chrift, be no 
proof that it did not come from God; 
neither can the filence or obfcurity of 
the Mofaic law, be any proof that 
Mofes was not divinely infpired. 



II Se?i this pernicious doftHne, together with 
many others of like tendency, clearly a[nd folly 
f onfuted in Leland's learned and excellent 
^iy^tt ^0 Chrifiianity as oJd as the creaik». 

It 



MMhte 
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It is undoubtedly too arduous and 
prefumptuous a province, to take up- 
on us, to pronounce upon the reafons 
of the divine condud, in any particu- 
lar inftance 5 and yet, one reafon, 
why God left the bufinefs of Polyga- 
my in obfcurity, feemeth fo very 
plain, in the cafe before us, that I will 
venture to appeal even to our adver-!* 
fades themfelves, (if they be true Dgr 
ifts) for the evidence of it, 

I F they be true Deifts, they will 
not deny the divine prefcience 5 but 
muft admit, that the condition and 
circumftances of all times are equally 
prefcnt to infinite wifdom : and if fo, 
then God certainly fprefaw, that there 
would be a time, wherein the Scrip- 
tures would be exploded by a certain 
' • fet of men, and the fufficiency andi 
i \ felf-evidence of the law of nature kt 
|J. up and aflerted, in opppfition to 
I |hcm 5 ai^4 th^t this vaunt could ne- 
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vcr be more efFe(ftually confuted, 
than by dcmonftrating, that the ve- 
ry aflercors of the fufficiency and felf- 
evidence of the law of nature, were 
grofly ignorant of one of its moft im- 
portant branches 5 and proved them- 
felves to be fo, by arguing and write- 
ing profcfledly and zealoufly againil 
it : and that this is exactly the cafe of 
the defenders and aflerters of Polyga- 
my, is, I hope, by this time paft all 
doubt. 

But this is not all : God Almigh- 
ty forefaw, that thefe very men would 
afTert the obfcurity, the uncertainty, 
the infufficiency, and even the im- 
poflibility, of a written revelation 5 
and that the fure and only way of in- 
flruding mankind, was, from the rea- 
fon and nature of things, laid plainly 
before them. Now, this, God x^l- 
mighty had done as plainly, as clear- 
ly, and as fully, in the bufinefs of 
Polygamy, as it is poflible j and yer, 

almoft 
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almoft all mankind, the very wifeft 
and beft of them, in almoft all ages 
and countries, have miftaken this in--' 
ftru(Slion 5 and aded diredly againfl: 
it for four thoufand years 5 and were 
never correded in this errour, but by 
a new and exprefs revelation. Is not 
the confequence then clear and co« 
gent, that inflru(5tion by the nature 
and conftitution of things, is not fuffi- 
cient 5 and that a new and exprefs 
revelation from God may, on fomc 
occaHons, be abfolutely neceflary to 
the guidance of his creatures ? 



4J 
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Dl SS E R TATIO N III. 

H E evidence arifing from 
the nature of things, to 
prove Polygamy a viola- 
tion of the law of nature, 
hath already been fufficiently fct forth: 
the difcountenance given to it in the 
fcripturcs of theOld teftament, conncth 
next to be confidcred. For that it is 




ftroogly. 
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ftrongly, varioufly, and repeatedly 
difcountenanced in them, I hope, I 
fhall foon evince. 

First then, I lay dovrn this as a 
poftulatum, cm: plain propofition of 
undoubted truth ; that all. tboft parts 
cf the Scripture which recommend^ or 
enjoitiy the infeparabk union of one 
man with one woman^ dofo far dif' 
countenance, and prohibit Polygamy, 

This being taken for granted, I 
proceed to enumerate thofe paflages, 
which thus affert, or encourage the 
union of one man with one woman. 

And firft, the Scriptures inform us, 
that God in the beginning created one 
man and one woman j and no more. 
And if this a6t be not thought a fufli- 
cient docun)ent to all mankind, upon 
the bufinefs of marriagej as it un- 
doubtedly was, and is 5 yet, furely 
his own declaration, fubfequent to it, 

was 
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was fufficiently inftruftive 5 For this 
caufe Jhall a man have bis father 
and mother y and cJeave to bis wife 
(not to his wives) 5 and they^ ( or as 
our Saviour explaincth it, tbey twain) 
Jhall be one flejh 5 not they three^ 
they four J they Jive^ &c, which 
would be a monftrous pofition j 
but they twain^ fliall be one flefli. 
And this argument with feveral others, 
Tertullian urgeth with great force, in 
his treatife de Monogamia. c. iv. J 



II All the antient Rabbins, and all the learn- 
ed men among the ^eijDs,, at this day maintain, 
that marriage makes man and wife one perfpn : 
and thatfo ftriftly, that if a woman be divorced 
from one husband, and married to another, 
the firft husband is prohibited from marrying 
the near relations of the fecpnd. ( As if the 
perfonality with the firft ftiU fublifted, con- 
jointly with the perfonality with the fecond) 
Seld.Ux. Hebr. 1. i. c. 3. Is it not a clearcon- 
fequence from hence, that there. is _^ even upon 
their principles, fdmething fo binding ana fo 
facred in this union, that no fubfequent en- 
gagement can abfolutelydiflblve it ? tor other- 
wile. How could It afie6t the firft Husband in 
a fecond marriage ? .' ■ 

Again 5 
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Again •, Mofes took care to tell 
us, that Polygamy began in the ac- 
cur fed family of Cain 5 and thac 
Lamechy the author of it, was a mur- 
derer, and a greater villain even than 
Cain : and that the Polygamy of the 
fons of Sethy with the daughters of 
Gi/«, introduced univerfal corruption 
itvtt) the world. (See this matter more 
fully difcufled in Rev. Examind, Sec, 
Vol I. and ^d Edit. p. 167, &c.) 
And what could more hilly, or more 
clearly imply the evil and iniquity 
of Polygamy, than this account of its 
origin, increafe, and cfFedts ? 

Again 5 At the deluge, righteous 
2^ah and his one wife is faved, ai\d 
his three fons with each their (ingle 
wife ; and this at a time, when God 
is wpiefented as uncommonly folici- 
tous to have the race of mankind 
mult^lied up6n the earth, and pro- 
nottpdng ^epes^ted bleflings upon 

them, 



^O RffLECTIONS Off 

prohibition of Polygamy, as a dc- 
nlement } And a plain foundation for 
chat declaration of our Saviour's, 
above-cited 3 that he thai putteth 
avoay bis wife, and marrieth another ^ 
committetb adultery. ? 

But what putteth this matter, to 
my apprehenfion, pad all manner of 
doubt, is, the precept in relation to 
the marriage of a jflave betrothed by 
a father to his fon 3 whilfl he is yet 
in his father's houfe : as you may 
read it in the lift chapter oJF^iifo^tw, 
at the 9th and 1 oth verfcs ; And if 
be have betrothed her unto his fon^ 
hejhall deal with her after the man» 
ner of daughters 5 if he take him an* 
ether ivife, her food, her raiment^ 
and her auty of marriage [hall be not 
diminijh* Here it is evident, that a 
fecond wife is to be taken, only upon 
conditions ( in the ordinary courfe of 
things, and by the generality ofmen) 
impoffible to be fulfilled : and con- 

feqaemly^ 
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fequeody, this condicional permifiion 
(if the words could amount to a p«r* 
miflion, which they certainly do not) 
is equal to an abfolute prohibition 3 
according to that undoubted axiom 
of the fchoois, Si conditio fit impojfi' 
hilts, Sec. i. e. If the condition be 
impoffible, an hypothetic propofition 
is equivalent to a plain, categoric, 
unconditional negative. 

If it be obje^ed, that an impoi^ 
nble fuppofition is nugatory ; I an<* 
fwer, that it is not 5 but frequently 
tifcd in the Scriptures , witb great 
beauty and energy. For example. 
If you can break, my covenant of the 
day, and my covenant of the nighty 
then may alfo my conienant he hfokenj„ ^. 
witbDz\id,i^c, «'>»»• 

A N D if this be the treatment due 

to a betrothed bond - wdman 5 no 

man will fay, that any thing worfc 

£ 1 than 
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than this, was due co a betrothed free- 
woman. 

But if this comment be objcded 
to, in this light, let it be confidercd 
in another ; it is evident, from thcfe 
words of MofiSj that there is a duty 
of marriage to which the firft wife 
hath a right ; and it is as plain, that 
(he may be wronged of this duty, by 
her husband's taking a fecond wife 5 
What then is the intention of this 
precept, but to prohibit that wrong ? 
Her duty of marriage, faith Mofes, 
fliall not be diminiflied by a fecond 
marriage. But, in fa(St, it is dimi- 
niflied by a fecond marriage 5 and 
more by a third, and more yet by a 
fourth^ and fo on : Is it not plain 
then, that Mofess view in this pre- 
cept was, to prohibit fecond, third, 
and fourth marriages, in conjun(5lion 
with the firft ? 

Now, 
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Now, the Rabbinical deciHon up- . 
on the point ftandech thus. If a man 
have but one wife, he is indeed 
bound to have marital commerce 
with her, at leaft, once a week : but 
if he take a fecond, he is obliged to 
have commerce with the firft, only 
once a fortnight : and if he take a 
fourth, he is obliged to have com- 
merce with the firft, but once a 
month, and fo on -J- : Is not then her 
duty of marriage diminiflied ? And 
is not this Rabbinical dccifion in di- 
rect contradidion to the Mofaic pre- 
cept ? 

Now, how is this very plain point 

evaded ? Why thus 5 the husband, 

fay they, is to pay the marital debt||} 

but then it muft. be paid rateably to 



\ Seld. Ux. Hebr. 1. iii. c. 6. 
II Ibid. 

E 3 all 
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all his creditors. Let us fee how this 
will bear the ted of cotnmon feoTe : 
A man oweth me four hundred 
pounds by a prior bond ; Is he aC' 
quitted of this obligation, by paying 
me only one hundred, and didribute' 
ing the other three, among three other 
fubfequcnt creditors, and for the dif- 
charge of debts which he was under 
no neceffity of contra<5ting ? The 
marriage duty (which is a debt) to 
the firft wife (hall not be diminifh'd, 
faith MofeSf by the affum prion of a 
fecond. It may juftly be diminiih'd 
to one half, to one third, to one 
fourth, to one hundredth, (ay the 
Rabbins. If this be not to make the 
law of God of none effedt, by their 
traditions, what is ? 

But here it may be asked 5 Is not 
polygamy fuppofed in the law of 
Mofes ? 



I 
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I anfwer, chat ic is ; and fo is 
inceft, murder, and adultery fup- 
pofed J and methods of puniflimenc 
and prevention prefcribed : but, fure- 
ly, no man will fay that they are, 
for that reaibn, licenfei^ ! on fuppo* 
fition that a man hath a fecond wife, 
there are certain rules of humanity 
and good treatment to boch,prefcrlb'd $ 
which he is not to tranfgrefs : but 
certainly, fuch limitations and re^ 
ftraints are far from being encourage- 
ments to a pra^SHce, which Mofes had 
evidently in his view to difcourage, 
as much as ever he could. 

The world was now over-run 
with this evil practice j and doubt- 
lefe many of the Ifraelttes had, at 
this time, a plurality of wives ; And 
was it not neceflary, that fome regu- 
lations (Iioald be laid down concern- 
ing them ? But furely, fuch regula- 
tions cannot, with any degree of 
E 4 common 



56 Reflections on 

common fcnfe, be conftrued into a 
permiffion or licence of the praiftice 
lo regulated |{. 

A D D to all this, that Mofis had 
to do with a fenfual and obftinate 
people 5 and if God thought it propel 
to difcountenance this practice, by inr 
dire<5b and confequential prohibitions, 
added to the hiftory of the evils de- 
rived from it, upon the antediluvian 
world^ and the authority of his own 
condudt, at the creation, and the de- 
luge 5 I fay, if God thought fit to 
^ake this method of reprefling this 



II One of thefe regulations is that of Dent. 
xxi. 15, 16, 17. where it is ordered, that if a 
man have two wives, one beloved, and the 
other hated ; the Ibii of the beloved, being 
younger, ihall not be made heir, in preference 
to the fon of the hated, being elder. Where 
it is obfervable, that one expreffion in this paf- 
fage. If the jirft-hom he her's that was hatedy 
makes this law appear rather to be underftood 
of the children of two fucceffive wives. 

prac- 
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pra(5ticCj rather than the other, of 
more exprefs and abfolute prohibi- 
tions J I can cafily fubmit my fur- 
mifes, to the fecret reafons of his infi- 
nite wifdom. My intention is only 
to (hew, that we are not bound to 
give up the Scriprurcs, either as felfe, 
fallacious, or uninfpired, on account 
of any licence given to this practice, 
6:om their authority. 
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Dissertation IV. 

Proceed in the next place^ 
to condder the encourage- 
ment fuppofed to be given 
to Polygamy, and Con- 
cubinage, by the example of the 
patriarchs. 

The 
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The cafe of Abraham is well 
nown. He was long married to a 
arren woman ; defirous indeed of 
bildren, but without the lead deOre, 
lat appeareth, of obtaining them ei- 
her by Concubinage, or Polygamy 5 
ill, at the earncft intreaty of Sarai 
lis wife ( and that coo when (he her- 
"clfwaSj by the courfe of nature, paft 
:he power of child-bearing) he took 
Hagar, her handmaid, to wife alfo j 
and by her had one fon. He took 
her at his wife's earneH: intreaty, 
{Gen. xvi.) and immediately difcharg- 
cd her again, as foon as (he deflred 
itf. 

God had promiled Abraham a 
numerous ilTue ; Sarai was barren 

and 



+ And when we find God confirming this 
ienre of Sarai's, by bis command, (Ge». xxi. 
12.) what iefs can we infer from it, than that 

husbands 
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and fuperannuare 5 a child by her 
flave would be her property ||. 

God's promife to Abraham muft 
be made good ; this was the only 
natural and probable way, in which 
it could be made good 5 flie only had 
a right to her husband 5 (he deiircth 
to transfer that right j and it was 
transferred no longer than (he defircd 
it. I will not take upon me, ftri(5tly 



husbands have no right to impofe, or to con- 
tinue, a fecond wife, in oppolition to the will 
ofthefirft? 

\\ The cafe is the fame, at this day, among 
the Chinefe. " They are allowed but one wile, 
*' (faith k Comte) but may have as many con- 
^^ cubines, as they pleafe ; and all the chil- 
^ dren have an equal claim to the eftate ; be- 
*' caufe they are reckoned the wife's children, 
^^ and call her mother; being the folp miftrefs 
^ of the houfe ; and the concubines, her fer- 
^' vants/' Harms Cdk£iion of Travels^ Vol. 
ii. p. 516. 

And Navarette tells us, that " when the 
*' firft wife hath no children, Ihe herfelf courts 
<' the husband to take a concubine,'' Chur^ 
chill's Colle&ion of Voyages. Vol. i. p. 66. 

to 
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to juftify this condu<51: : if we are to 
fpeak to this point as chriftians, Sarai 
muft be owned guilty of a wrong 
dcfire 5 and Jhraham criminal, in 
complying with it : (and each of them 
had very Toon reafon to repent) j but 
this I will fay, that Polygamy cannot 
derive any advantage, or encourage- 
ment from this example 5 and yet, 
this is the only imputation of liceri- 
tioufncfs, that refteth upon the cha- 
ra<5ter of Abraham. 

And as for his fon Ifaac^ tho' he 
alfo be lump'd in to aggravate the 
charge of Polygamy and Licentiouf- 
nefs upon the patriarchs, his charac- 
ter is abfolutely clear of all imputa- 
tion upon this head 5 and , in my 
humble opinion, it will not be eafy 

1 to fix any imputation upon him, on 

I any other. 

JACOB'S cafe is next to be 
confidercd. He ferved painfully and 

faith' 
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faithfully for one wife, and another 
is impofed upon him $ not only with- 
out his confent, but evidently againft 
it. What was he to do in this exi- 
gency ? He Could not repudiate this 
wife; neither her ^ther, nor the lav^s 
of the country, would bear it : and 
if he could repudiate her, there would 
be fome cruelty in doing it, co a vro* 
man, who was perhaps innocent in 
this matter ; or at worft, was cri- 
minal, only in obedience to a father's 
authority. Was he in this cafe to 
forego his undoubted right to another 
woman, Co whom he was married 
before God ? Or could he d^ it ? And 
was (he to forego her undoubted 
right to him, for another's fraud ? 
Or could (he do it ? Let any man 
conHder this cafe candidly, and if he 
can derive any argument from it, in 
favour of Polygamy, I will readily 
allow him infinitely more penetration, 
than I (hall ever pretend to. 

But 
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But Jacob is chargeable with 

Concubinage, as well as Polygamy. 

I own he is 5 but yet only at the in- 

ftance and earned; increacy of hiVwives, 

(Gen. XXX.) influenced by emulation 

and jeaioufy, (and partly too by bar- 

rennefs) to the fame earneft defire of 

children, which fwaycd Sarai before ||. 

And if this example be pleaded in 

favour of licencioufnefs, let ic be 

pleaded fairly, and as it ought; and 

I am of opinion, that very little cor* 

niption will be introduced into the 

world, by it. Let no man take more 

I than one wife, otherwife than thro* 

1 fraud and force ; nor ever meddle 



IJ Here we fee how one vice draweth others 
after it ; one would little ftxpeft to fee Polyi- 
gamy the parent of Concubinage : and yet it 
evidently was fo, in this inftance ; and, I be- 
lieve, is fo, in many others, at this day. 
Envy will make people pan with even their 
own gratifications, fo it can debar another, at 
the fame time. 

with 
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wich any other woman, except at his 
wife's earned intreaty 3 and, I am 
pretty confident, the world will ne^ 
ver be over-run either with Polyga- 
my, or Concubinage. 

Besides all this, let me defire all 
candid readers, calmly and impar« 
tially to confider Mofis's account of 
the felicity derived to Abraham and 
Jacohy from this plurality of wives} 
and ask their own confciences, Whe- 
ther their condition be painted out, as 
luxurious and delicious, upon this 
fcore 5 or rather, as vexatious and 
difquieted, from the endlefs conten- 
tion, jealoufy, and envy, of their af- 
fociates? And confequently, Whether 
thefe examples were fet forth by Mo- 
fes^ more to encourage Polygamy, or 
to difcourage it ? 

I know no example, that is not 
capable of being abufed and mifap- 
plied, that of the Son of God himfelf 

was 
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as fo 5 an4 I am verily perfuadcd, 
lac his example might, wich almofi 
J little g^ilt, be pleaded for intem- 
eran^e, as the examples pf Ahtaham 
id Jasohy fpr licen^iQufnefs. Nor 
I Dflieve, that apy maa ever yet 
leaded thefe examples, for the indul- 
price of corrijpf ?^pp?tite8, wh© would 
of as fully h*v? indulged thqfe appe- 
Efs, if nq fi]ch ex^mpl^ had ever 
e$m hwrd of. And thprefojc, with 
r^^l dffer?a« 10 the fuperior faga* 
ijy of the leatn«d let{fj>wrJwr above- 
fied, I aw humbly of opitvioa, that 
qoflclufion caa b? dfSkwo, to the 
ifad vantage ef the writeiogs QfMafeS) 
ora any encouragemeat given to 
'olygamy, or incontinence of any 
indj either from the precepts of his 
iws, or the examples recorded in his 
iftory J byi quite the contrary. 

But here we are prefled by the 

ontrary decision ( as it is faid ) of an 

minenc bUhop, ^n^farnkgl)! well 

F at- 
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attefted f. His words are thcfe, 
** Yea , Polygamy was made , in 
*" fome cafes, a duty by Mofes's lawj 
" when any died without iflue, his 
" brother, or neareil kinfman, was 
" to marry his wife, for railing up 
" feed to him 5 and all were obliged 
" to obey this, under the hazard of 
" infamy, if they refufed j neither is 
*' there any exceptions made for fuch 
** as were married : from whence I 
'* may faithfiiUy conclude, that what 
*' God made neceflary in fome cafes, 
*' to any degree, can in no cafe be 
*' finful in itlclf 5 fince God is holy in 
" all his ways. And thus far it ap- 
*' pears, that Polygamy is not con- 
" trary to the law and nature of 
" marriage." 

Now the. learned prelate's reafons 
for his judgment in this point, appear 

■ f See remarks upon bifhop Burnefs hiftory 
by JB. Higgonsj 1^. 237. ^i- 

to 
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to be, firft, becaufe the law of mar- 
rying the deceafed brother's widow, 
obliged all brothers, upon pain bf in- 
famy : and fecondly, becaufe there 
were no exceptions made for fuch 
brothers as were married. 

Now ,fuppo(ing thefe, two diftindt 
reafons, or intended as fuch, by thd 
bifhop, or not intended 5 it is evi- 
dent however, that if there are any 
ncceflary exceptions to this law, they 
muft be admitted, tho' not exprefledj 
and that there are many fuch, the 
5^^<ze7s thcmfelvesbear me witnefs ; fot 
example, where the deceafed brother's 
marriage was inceftuous 5 where he 
u] had any child that furvivedhim, even 
for a few days 5 where the furviving 
j brother was fuperannuate, or an eu- 
«f| nuch, &c. Ifi thefe and many other 
eJl cafes, recounted at large by Selden ||, 



:oi< 



Ij See Bafnag«*s Hiftory of the Jews. 1. v* 
c. i^. 
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{Uxor. Hehr. 1. i. c. 1 1.) It is agreed 
by the Jemjh dolors, that this law i 
was not obligatory upon the furviving 
brother. There are then exceptions 
to this, as there are to all other gene- 
ral laws in the world. 

I N the next place, I take it for 
granted, that the laws of God are not 
concradi(S):ions to one another j and 
confccjuently, that this law was never 
intended to oblige, in contradiAion 
to any other law, prohibiting Itich a 
marriage : for example, I take it for 
granted, that this law was not in- 
tended in contradidiion to the law of 
Levit. xviii. 1 8. prohibiting the mar- 
riage of two fifters, /. e, the marriage 
of a fecond fifter, during the life of 
the firft : confec^uently, if two bro- 
thers were married to two fifters, (a 
cafe that often happens) the fujrvivor 
could not be obliged, by virtue of 
this law, to take his deceafed brother's 
widow to wife, conjointly with his 

own. 
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own. And for the fame reafon, if 
the furviving brother had a wife of 
his own, he could not be obUgcd, 
nor indeed was it lawful for hinn, to 
take his brother's widow to wife j be- 
caufe thefe two were fitters. And it 
is agreed by the Jenioijh doftors, that 
all the degrees of affinity are upon the 
fame foot of prohibition with thofe 
of confanguinity 5 and the moral rea- 
fons for both are exactly the fame. 
And the Chaldee paraphraft, the 
Midrajh, and Jofephm \ agree, that 
this was the reafon, why Mahhns 
next kinfman refufcd to redeem Ruthy 
his widow j 'viz. becaufe it was not 
lawful for him to marry her, having 
already a wife of his own. 

The learned prelate is indeed 
plcafed to tell us, (ibid. p. 241.) that 
he was at fomc diftance from his 

J 

II See Stld. Uxor, Hehr. L i. c. jj. 

F 3 books 
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books and papers when he gave his 
opinion upon this point. And this, 
I muft own, was the bed excufe that 
could be given for fo rafli a decifion : 
which it would have been for the ho- 
nour of his reading to have retradled, 
and which, I fincerely wifli, he had 
retraced, when he returned to his 
books. 

And doubtlcfs it was for the reafon 
now mentioned, that no infamy at- 
tended the next kinfraan's refufal of 
Kuth 5 neither did (he pull oflF his 
flioe, nor fpit before him, for (he was 
abfent during the whole tranfadtion 
Ruth iii.of this affair j and the kinfman only 
took off his own ftioe 'f, in token of 



\ And gave it to Boaz^ (giving a flioe wag 
then like giving a fod with us) it being a natu- 
ral indication (lay Dr. Patrick and others) that 
he religned his intereft in the land by giving 
him his flioe, wherewith he ns'd to walk in it ; 
to the end that he might enter into it, and 
take pofleffioii of it himlel£ 

hi§ 
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his refigning Mahlons inheritance, and 
with it his widow. For this was the Ruth iv. 
cuftom of that time 5 whereas, had he 7» ^ 
declined his duty in this cafe , infamy 
muft have attended him. Deut.25 

And thefe confiderations lead me 
to the fame conclufion fo lately laid 
down 5 that no inference can be 
made to the difadvantage of Mofes's 
writings, from any ehcouragement 
given to Polygamy, or incontinence 
of any kind, either from the precepts 
of his law, or the examples recorded 
in his hiftory, (or indeed in any part 
of the hiftory of the old teftament) 
but quite the contrary. 

And I am the more confirmed in 
this opinion, by the judgment of the 
Samaritans in this point 5 who receive 
the books of Mofis, as well as the 
fensjs, and yet are fo far from being 
led to thefe enormities, by their au- 
thority, that they raife loud outcries 
F 4 again ft 
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againfi the Jews, upon that very ac- 
eouDC. Nay, fo far are they from 
thinking Polygamy permitted by the 
law of Mofesy that they think it ex- 
prcfly prohibited by itj in Le^o. xviii. 
1 8. which they render, (as it is read 
in the margin of the bible) Neither 
Jhalt thou take one wife to another, 
t(t*vex her, &c. 

Nor are they fingular in this in* 
terpretation ; many learned commen<r 
tators, and even fome Rabbins ||, 
have underftood the words in this 
fenfe -, as did the Sadducees of old) 
and as do the Caraites (a learned fe^ 
among the Jeisos) at prefent* And 
the decifion of the Caraites is of more 
• weight in this cafe ; inafmuch as they 
prorefs to ftick to the letter of th^ 
Scripture, and rejed the idle com* 
ments and traditions of the Rabbins, 



II Seld. Ux. Hehr. L i. c. 9. Bafnage's Hift, 
pf the Jews. \. V, c 15. 

No W 
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Now it is agtecd, that the text 
will beat this interpretation f ; and I 
muft bfeg leave to add, that, in my 
humble opinion, the idiom of the 
Hebrew tongue requireth it. 

The Jetjos wete all the defcen^ 
dants of one man, and evidently con- 
fidered, throughout the SctipturcS, as 
one family : in toftfetjuence of this, 
they confidcred themfelves as brethren : 
every man was a brother, and every 



'I' So alfo the Chaldee paraphraft interpret- 
eth it, and afligneth it as the reafon, why 
Kmb's kihfman refufed to marry her, that he 
had a wife before; ahd therefore could hot 
redeem £//ffieil;(i''s inheritance. Z;/? (faith he) 
I mar mine own inheritance. The mon natural 
interpretation of^ which words fefeitieth to be, 
that having already children of his own, who 
Were his heirs, his eftate might be exhaufted 
hy the maintenance of another wife, and ano- 
ther of&pring \ and his inherit^ce become in 
tiine doubtful. See Bafnage'a Hiftory of the 
Jews. 1. V. c. 19. Se£t. 4. Gerjoa has (^pcfed thi 
mors, ttndo^firvit^y &c. 
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woman a fiftcr ||. The Jews, ((aith 
^ Grotius ) Wffff wowf to call their 
iwiveSj Jljlers 5 on account of their 
common origin 5 as Chrtjiians did 
tbeirsy on account of their common 
faith. And hence ic is, that accord- 
ing to the Hebrew idioni, as fifter 
ftandeth for every woman of the fame 
nation, fo is it a known appellation 
for every other thing of the fame 
kind 5 as one wing of the living crea- 
tures mentioned by Ezekiei J ch.i. v. 9. 
is Jfjier to the other wing 5 and one 
curtain of the tabernacle isfifier to 
another curtain. So likewife, when 
we are told by Sc. ^aul, that he had 
as much right to lead about a fijler^ a 
wife., as any other apoftle 5 Will any 
man imagine that he meaneth his own 
fifter, ftridtly fpeaking ? So likewife, 
when Solomon, in the Canticles, call- 

II Thofe feftaries among us, who afleft the 
Scripture phrafe, ufe the word in this fenfe, to 
this day. 

• See his comment on i Cor. ix. j. 

eth 
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sth his beloved (as he frequently doth) 

^yj*ft^^i ^y Jp^^fi > ^^^ we to ima- 
gine, that this Egyptian Spoufe was 
really his fifter j or rather, x\\zx.Jifter 
ivas the common name of endear- 
ncientj ufed by the Jews^ to every 
woman amongft them 5 and was, in 
effect, but another name for woman. 
And muft we underfland the word 
fijier in this prohibition of Mojes, in 
a different fenfe, from what we un- 
derftand it, in the writeings of St. 
'Pauly and Solomon 5 and in a fenfe 
fo remote from the Hebrew idiom ? 
Surely, no candid man will fay we 
muft. And "therefore, whether thefe 
Jews who do fo, do not interpret it 
in a manner, more accommodate to 
their own corruptions, than to the 
intentions of Mofes^ let any impartial 
reader judge ||. 

But, 



II The chief reafon why interpreters explain 
this of two fiftera i^~~becaufe Mfes is, in this 
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B u Ti bcfides the idiom of the 
tongue, the teafon of the prohibition, 
doth, in my opinion, require this 
fcnfe, rather than the other. Neither 
Jbalt thou take a mfe to herjifter^ to 
vex her ; faith Mofis : Is not then 
the reafon of not taking the fecond 
wife, that the firft be not vexed and 
f di(quieted ? And is a woman only 

' I I i I I ■ I I - 1 

chapter, Ipeaking of that unlawful commerce 
of die lexes, which is prohibited on account 
of affinity, or proximity of blood. In anfwer 
to this; it is owned, that the 17 precedent 
verfes treat of thofe prohibitions ; but all the 
fubfequent treat of other prohibited defile- 
ments; fuch as adultery, Ibdomy, ^c. and 
therefore, this objeftion is (with great fub- 
miffion to the learned patrons of it) of no 
weight. 

'1^ And this fupplieth us with another argu- 
ment againft Polygamy and Concubinage : th6 
jealoufy and diftra£tion thefe praftices raife in 
the breafts of wives and concubines; and tne 
infinite murders, andmifchiefs of various kinds, 
confequent to them. This is particularly ob- 
ferved of the Chinefe concubines, that jealoufy 
frequently drives them into defpair, and deaths 
of feveral forts. See NcFvarette's Accoimt of 
Qbina:^ Cburc biffs Colle6l. ch. vii. p. 66. 

to 
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to be difquieted, in this cafe, when 
her husband marrleth her own (ifter \ 
Will no woman kindle the paflions 
of envy and jealoufy in her breafl;, 
bcfides her own filler ? 

But, fay the advcr(aries, the jea- 
loufy of fitters is moft furious. I 
cannot fay it is not, where it is juft j 
but this I am Aire of, that reafon and 
nature fay, it fliould not, in this cafe. 
I fhould think, a fitter might better 
bear to have her husband's affection 
divided with her nearett and dearett 
relation, ( where law and cuttom al- 
lowed it to be fo) than with a ftran- 
ger 1 But however it may be with his 
afFe<Stion, it were furely much more 
tolerable, to have his fortune fo di- 
ftributed j than that ftrangers fhould 
(hare the inheritance : and therefore, 
I think, the reafon of this prohibition 
tieth it down ftrongly to this fenfe, 
in which I have now explained it ; 
c^ecially, if we confider, that the 

vex.- 
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letter- writer 5 and others of his way 
of thinking. And as for the prophet 
^avidj (the only prophet njcntioned 
by the learned letter-writer) I (hall 
not fo much as attempt to vindicate 
him upon this head. It is not to be 
denied^ that he was very criniinally, 
and notorioufly incontinent. But are 
God and his laws accountable for 
this ? It feemeth they are, in the efti- 
madon of thi§ gentleman 5 ingftni^ch 
as he was udmonijhed hji ng prophet^ 
nor cenfured by any facred writer y up- 
on this account. 

But, fuppofe there were ftanding 
laws of God fufficiently known, pro- 
mulged, and received, fubfifting and 
exprefly prohibiting, thefe very crimes, 
at the time of their connmittal ? Was 
God, notwithft^^nding this, obliged 
to fend a prophet exprefly, to admo- 
niOi for every tranfgrefliQn of them ? 
This gentleman will not, I am p^i- 
fuaded, upon calmer delJb^f^ttQB, 
I infift 



\ 
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infift upon this dodlrine $ inafmuch 
as it is fuch a dodrine, as would, in 
its confcquences , lead diredly to 
Atheifm. 

It is true, God hath fomctimes 
admoniOied his fervaots in this man* 
oer 5 but certainly, his doing fb was 
more matter of mercy, than ntid: ob- 
ligation. And as for any reproof, due 
to thefe pra(5tices, from the facred 
writers ; I know no reproof more fe* 
vere upon guilt, than publifliing ic to 
the whole world, in a full and trUQ 
light ; and with all its aggravations^ 
and attending evils; and whether the 
facred writers have not done this, I 
appeal to their, enemies. 

The only queftion that will bear 
to be 'debated upon this head, is. 
Whether David's crimes were liiffi- 
ciently prohibited by the laws of 
God, then in being ? His adultery 
and murder are out of the queftion ; 
G inafmucK 
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ina&tuch as the ten oonmitnddients h 
'VfiWi i pfefume, be allowol to have |) 
been then io beii^. Proceed we then 
to the confideration of the other char* 
ges, that lie againft him. 

Akd firft, he is chained. with add- 
ing SituPs wives to his own. Now 
the plain queftion upon this poinc is. 
Whether the law of God allowed this 
^ondu<5t? '■■■■- 

Ih the 6r(l place then ; it is agreed 
by all writers, Jewifi and Chfifliati, 
and reafon plainly vouchedi ; wkh 
them, that a mother- in- law is within 
the prohibited degrees of marriage || : 
nay, the Jews go fo far, as to amim 
this to be an eternal and inviolable 
law of nature ; and fach aswaiefta- 
blifhed and promulged from thedres^ 



jl See Sflde/t Ux. Heh L i. c 3. and de Jurt^ 
not. ^ gefft. 1. i. c J. Grot, de jure belli i3 pac. 
1. V. 

ation. 
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atioo. AW Saul's wives were fuch 
to David, in a ht^cv fcnfe 5 therefore 
all pUihly prdhibiiied 5 ancf MichaVs 
mother (who, I dm fatfsficd, was his 
only wife 5 1 Sam. xit. 56.) dcnibly 
fo. A daughter*iii*lAiy is conftlfcdly 
within the pibhibited degftes j and 
therefore, by parity of reafon, a mo-' 
ther-in-law 5 and therefore, we al- 
ways find a ftcpmothct', and a mo- 
th^r-in*law, anipng the ptitt<Jfpal pro- 
hibitiofts fet forth by the Jews, Mi-* 
chaFs ability to any wire of her fa* 
thcr's is ui)doubted, ( any wife of hi^ 
was in kw her niother) and her mar-' 
riage to David made his affinity the 
tae with her's. David was a pro^ 
phet, and as well skilled in the law 
cf God, as any man in Judea 5 and 
could there then be a neceflity of ad- 
tnonifhing him, by the mouth of a 
prophet, {6t every violation of that 
law ? Suppofin'g him to have violated 
ir, which 1 am' fatisfied he did not, 
Fdr feafoiis which fliall food be Iccn. 
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But, however this may be, fDih 
toid is charged with a plural'icy of 
■wives 5 and the charge is admitted : 
the plain (]ueilion upon this head, is, 
Whether he be juftined, or condemn- 
ed, in this practice, by the law of 
God ? 

Now, befides what hath been al- 
ready offered upon this point, 2)a'vid 
muft be allowed fuffidently acquaint'^ 
) cd with the duty of a king, prejcribed 
by Mofes : nor could he be ignorant, 
that a principal part of that duty was 
17 ^^'not to multiply wivesi to himfelf. He 
did multiply wives to himfelf, in ma- 
niteft violation of this law 5 and con- 
fequently, he was criminal, in fo 
doing. 

I am indeed humbly of opinion, 
that his guilt, in this point, may ad- 
mit of great alleviation from the cor- 
rupt gloflcs, which might have been 

put 
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put upon this prohibition, at that 
time • ais they have been fince, viz. 
that a king of Ifirael m^iy have feveral 
wives at once, the' not many||. And 
moft Chrijlian writers, as well as the 
JenioSy have interpreted the text in 
that fenfe5 but, with great fubmiffion, 
for very bad reafons. 

They reafon thus — A king of 
Ifrael is forbidden to multiply hor- 
fcs, and filver, and gold to himfelf 5 
as well as wives : and therefore, they 
think, that if he may have more 
horfes than one, or feveral fums of 
money, for feveral occafions, not- 
withftanding this prohibition 5 there- 
fore, by parity of reafon, he may 
have more than one wife. 

But (with great fubmiffion ) this 
by no means followeth : he might 

The Rabbins fay, that a king of Ifrael 
might ( for very fenfelefs reafons which chey 
urge ) have 18 wives ; but no more. 
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have neceflary occaHon for more 
horfes, or more fums of money, than 
one J but had he neceflary occafloQ 
for more wives ? 

Whoever attcndeth to thcfe pro^ 
liibkions, with the particular reafon 
of each, and the general reafon of 
them all, will plainly fee, that the 
deOgn of them was, to guard the 
kings of Ifrael from thole corrup- 
tions, by which their neighbouring 
kings were ere^ed into magnificent 
and luxurious tyrants. 

He was not to multiply horfes to 
himfelf, left hp fliould bring the Jfira' 
elites again into a clofer commerce 
with the Egyptians 5 (with whom the 
beft horfes were bred ) and in confe- 
quence of that, iiito a lijcing and imi- 
tation of their cqftoms, manners, 
and martial inftitutions j whofe chief 
confidence in war was in their caval- 
fy. Whereas the children of Ifrael 

were 



POLYGAMY. 87 

wen: to h^vc no confidence in any 
rhing, either fbr conqueft, or defence^ 
but God aJoftc. This 2)4«*i v«i:y 
well knew, 4iid plainly aliudedi da, 
in chat ptfl&ge of the loth Plalni, vet, 
7. iSom put their tmfi in cba^ 
riptSy and fame in horfts ; hut we 
will rememhr the pame of the Lord' 
our God' 

He yizi not to multiply wives, 
that his heart turn not away^ i. e. left 
his attachment to them, and care to 
pleafe them, (hould divert and alie- 
nate his thoughts, cither from the 
duty of his ftation, or firom his duty 
to his God. And I appeal to any 
man of fenfe, Whether the envy and 
jealoufy of two contending wives, 
might not be effe<5bual enough, to 
this purpofc ? Might not fupply any 
man Uving with matter of difcjuiet || 

and 
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and diftradion , abundantly fuflScient) 
to turn away his thoughts firom every 
other bufinefs of importance ? And 
whether any greater number be any 
way necedary to this end > And I 
am fatisfied, the Rabbins might have 
allowed their king 18 millions of 
wives, as coniiftently with his duty 
to God, and his people, as eighteen. 

Besides, in my humble opinion, 
the difference of the expreflions, here 
made ufc of, flieweth thefe prohibi- 
tions to be of a very different nature. 
Deut 17. 2<[either Jhall he multiply wives to 
himfelf, that his heart turn not away : 
neither Jhall he greatly multiply to 



Aax* «f fjja.v fiKt-rvrrti intuMi Kt/reii' 

STtf^tmC, <KU JUI) X<UC«f VKM 9(A«<. 

And again, 

Ot//«»ST Af J'lJ'VfJUt 

A««T .' iireunca ^fvrav 

fe/y fWf MKoY, Burif. in Andram. And wc know he 
fpoke from experience ^ CtU ntS, ^tict, 1. xr. c. lo. 

him- 
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nfelffiheVy and gold. The mean- 
7 or the latter prohibition, doubt- 
5, was that, tho' he might lay up 
ficient tteafure for the exigencies of 
; government, or for public occa- 
ins of any kind, yet was he not to 
^ up great fums for bimfelf 5 he 
IS not to amafs immenfe fums, for 
e gratification of his private avarice, 
'as not this then, in efFed, a prohi- 
tion of avarice, or hoarding ufelefs 
ealth ? And is it pofllble, that lefs 
luld be meant by the precedent pro- 
bition, (which is abfolute and unli- 
lited) than the providing of ufelefs 
omen ? The plain, natural, mean- 
g of the precepts feemeth to me, to 
t this 3 that wealth was not greatly 
> be multiplied, for private ufe 5 not 
ives, at all : it being jufl; as irratio- 
al to multiply wives, to any degree, 
5 money to excels. 

The realbn, why a king of Ifiael 
/as not greatly to multiply iilver and 
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gold to himfelf, ( i. e, to his private 
life) tho' not cjiprefled, is fufficicntly 
plain 5 bccaufe this was not, ordina- 
rily, to be done, without oppreffing 
and impoverifliing his people 5 and 
introducing, in confequencc of that, 
luxury, and all the evil arts of tyran- 
ny : to prevent which, befide the j 
reftraints already laid down, he was ? 
to have the law of God continually '\ 
before his eyes 5 that his heart might 
not h lifted up above his hrethren. 

This plainly appeareth, from the 
concluding reafon of thcfe precepts, : 
affigned by Mofes in thcfc words 5 : 
that his heart he not lifted up above 1 
bis hrethren 3 and that he turn not j 
qfide from the commandment, to the > 
right hand, or to the left. i. c. that ^ 
he raife not up himfelt into a proud | 
tyrant, to opprcfs his people 5 or ^ 
think himfelf more exempted from a 
ftri(5t obfervance of (the law of God, ; 
than the meaneft man amongft them j , 

that 
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hat is, in <w word, that he may not 
(ccomc like any of his neighbour 
yrants. 

Now what were the ends, for 
(^hich the caftern monarchs amaiTod 
reafure, and multiplied horfes, and 
vive?? Was it not evidently for the 
qds of pride, luxury, and tyranny ? 
To the oppreflion of thf ir neighbours^ 
ind the oppreflion, and impoverifli- 
nent of their own people ? Aad did 
jod ever intend, that the kings of 
JfiaeJ fliould be kipgs of this charac- 
fir ? Or djd he intend, by thefc re-r 
haint$, to guard them from corrup- 
ion, in all thefe inftances ? Moft 
:crtainly he did : and if he did^ U 
lot the plain meaning, and intention, 
>f the probibJtJQns above-'meptioned, 
:hat h? fliould not multiply more 
Honey, more horfes, or more wives, 
:han he had juft occafion for ? An<^ 
bath any man juft o^cadoii for more 
wives than one ? Are ijot the ends 
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of nature, and fociety, fufficiently an- 
fwered by one? And can a multi- 
plicity of wives anfwer any end, to 
a monarch, more than to a private 
man 5 except the ends of pride, 
ftate, and luxury ? Are not thefe the ; 
ends, for which they have ever been 
multiplied ? The very evils, Mofes 
evidently intended to guard againft, j 
by thefe prohibitions. ' 

I {hall deduce but one plain and 
obvious confequence from this reafoor 
ing. If a king of Ifrael was prohi- "■ 
bited to multiply wives to himfelf, '■ 
it is not eafy to believe that any 
other man of that nation was per- '■ 
mitted to do fo. i 



That ^avid knew the reafons, 
why horfes were not to be multiplied, 
fufficiently appeareth from the Scrip- 
tures 5 and is fully, and clearly, made 
out by Dr. Sherlock, in his judicious 
differtation on our Saviour's entry in- 
to 



\ 
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to Jerufilem : and accordingly, he 

abftained from multiplying them. 

Nay, he abflained fo religioufly in 

this point, chat it doth not appear, 

that ever he kept, at lead made ufe 

of, fo much as one horfe, for any 

purpofe whatfoever. We never heat 

of one horfe, or one chariot, in all 

his wars 5 nor of one horfe-officer, 

t or keeper of horfes, among all his 

fcrvants : tho' the keepers of his afles, : 

this camels, his herds, and his flocks, 
• • iChr 7.7 

are particularly mentioned. But29, aicf 

when his fon Solomon fucceeded him, 
we immediately hear of his chariots, - 
his hocfes, their number, and the ci- 
ties where they were kept. And yet 
it is plain, i)avid could have had 
them, as well as Solomon ^ for he had 
money enough ( more perhaps than 
all the prefent princes of the earth, 
put together ). Nay, he could have 
had them without any expencej for 
he took vafl; numbers or them in 
war 3 but, indea^ of maintaining, he 
; feo«gf)ed 
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boughed thtm. It i$ true, he is, m 
one place, faid to have fefervcd ad 
xviii. 4. hundred chariots j and therefore it is 
concluded, the hotfes of thofe charibtj 
were, refcfVed too 5 pOffibly for ftatc, 
but more probably, for i!rophies and 
monuments of vidory : and in all 
probability, he was pUniHted for fo 
doing : for we find, that both his 
Sam. ^°"^» Abfalom and Adonyah, began 
. their rebellious purpofes with a parade 
ofhorlcs, and chariots. 



2 

XV. I. 

1 Kin 



When Abfahm flew Jmnon, the 
reft of the king's fons gat every man 
a^Swn. jfpoff jj^ ffifijg^ and fed. 

When Jaah fent coutiers with 

the news of Abfahms defeat, they 

H>2a. rem 6n joot\ it fccmeth troril hence 

pretty evident, that 2)avid kept ho 

horfes, for any ufe whatfoever. 

From this condud of ^aisid, in 
re)ftci(m to horfes, it is reafonable to 

believe, 
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believe, (the character of that mo- 
tOLtch confidcred) that hadtht reafons 
of the precept, which prohibited wives 
to be multiplied, been then as appa- 
rent to him, as the reafbn of that, 
which prohibited hories 5 he never 
would have fufftred his incontinence 
to fway him, in oppofition to them. 
There is no room to doubt, but that 
the feme texts, which have fince influ- 
enced Chriftians, to believe Polyga- 
Ay then lawful, had at leafl equal 
influence, upon a people blinded^ and 
fnifled, by the frequency of the prac- 
tice ||. 



jl And indeed, I think it demonilrable, that 

this praftice was not then known to be a tranf- 

O^on of the law of God, above^iAefitioned ; 

Deta. xvii. 17. inafiimch as the facred hifto- 

riao acquits David of all habitual, deliberate, 

^ viohrion of the known law of God j favt; cfnly, 

I b the matter of Uriah the HtttlU. i Kin. xv. 

I 5. For this is the known meaning of that 

I (feclaratien concerning him, that he turned not' 

: die known laws of God. 

I B\3t 



aMcfrrm any thing that he commanded him*^ i. e. 
ne did not deliberately fwerve from any of 



) 
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But ftill, no prophet was fern to 
reprove jDavid for this enormity j 
as there was, in the matter of Uriah. 

T o this I anfwcr, ( befides what 
hath already been urged upon this 
head) that the guilt of manifeft mur- 
der, and adultery, was doubtlefs more 
flagrant, than that of Polyganny could 
be, at any time j (but efpecially in an 
age, when that corrupt pracftice, in 
all probability, prevailed -, and was 
certainly not deemed criminal) ^ and 
confequently , demanded a fcvercr 
reproof 

But after all 3 Is there no reproof, 
upon this head, 'mNatban*s parable ? 

a Sam. The rich man's flocks, and herds, 
"*' in this parable, are undoubtedly em- | 
blems of fDavid's many wives 5 as 
the poor man's ewe-lamb was the 
emblem of Uriahs fingle wife; and ' 

when 
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when the prophet faith, that this rich 
man had exceeding many Jlocks and 
herds, Can he poflibly mean any 
thing leis, than that 2)avid had muU 
tiplied wives ? And did 'Davtd not 
know, that his multiplying wives 
was a violation of the law of God ? 
What can be plainer ? 

A N D I think it is pretty remark-* 
able, that ^avtd never took any 
other woman to wife, after this re- 
proof 3 unlefs ^^^^j; the Sbunam* 
mite, might be called one : who was 
not chofen for any end of luxury, nor 
ever made ufe of, in the charadier ofi Kin. i 
a wife. *' 

Probably indeed, his number 
of wives, even before this reproof, 
was very inferiour to thpfeof the Jjf- 
atic monarchs, his neighbours 5 nei- 
ther did it come up to that, which 
the Rabbins now think allowed him. 
And can we believe, chat the do(5tors 
H o^ 
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of the law thought in a more refined 
manner then ? When their own fen- 
fuality was concerned, in feducing 
their monarch ? 

But ftill, we are told, that the 
prophet declareth, that Cod had given 
him his mafters ns^ivest into bis hofom^ 
which plainly implieth God*s confent, 
that they fliould be his \^fives. 

How! Can this imply God's con- 
fent, that 2)avid fliould commit in- 
ceft ? No furely 5 and therefore, 
men have, in my humble opinion, 
inferred too much, and too raflily, 
from a mere form of fpeech 5 which 
giveth no juft, or folid grounds, for 
fuch an inference. 

W E are told by Solomon, ^rov, 
xxi, 14. that a reward in the hofom^ 
pacifieth wrath. Doth it neceflarily 
follow from hence, that a rewara 
muft be put, literally, into the bok 

fom. 
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fom, before it can have this efFedl ? 
Or is the mete giving of it, fufficient ? 

It is a common way of fpeaking 
now in ufe with us^ when one man 
hath inrichcd another, to fay of him, 
that he hath put five, or ten, or 
twenty thoufand pounds (more or lefs) 
into fuch a one's pocket 5 Is it necef- 
farily implied in this phrafeology, 
that he, literally, put thofe fums of 
money into his pocket ? Or is it fuf- 
ficient to make good the aflertion, 
that he put them into his power, 
and made him mafter of them -j- ? 

In like manner, doth the expreflion, 
of SauFs wives being given into 2)^- 
vidh bofom, imply, that they were 
adually given, or taken, into his 



•f* Take this expreflion in its ftrongeft and 
moft ftrift fenfe, as where Sarai tells jibram 
dut ihe had giveo. her maid into his bofom, 
(G«». xvi. 5.) what more can be meant by it, 
than that Ihe gave her into his power ? 

H 2 aim^^ 
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arms ? No certainly : What then can 
it mean ? Why ( fuppofeing the ori- 
ginal word here to fignify wives) 
plainly this 5 that God had made 
him king of Jjrael -^ with all the 
maiks and eniigns of royalty, by 
w hich any king could be diftingi;iifli- 
ed 3 and one of thefe was, the fole 
power over the precedent king's 
wives f. But tho' ^avid had this 
power, doth it follow, That he had 
a right to ufe it inceftuoufly ? God 
forbid. I no more believe, that he 
had a right to ufe Saul's wives in 
this manner, or that he thought fo 5 
becaufe God gave them to him, #. e. 
put them into his power j than, that 
he had a right to bring a curfe upon 
the houfe of Ifrael, and Judab, by 
numbering the people j becaufe God 



f This is well known to have been, from [ 
the earlieft antiquity, and to continue to thia : 
day, one ofthediftinguilhing marks of royalty, i 
all over the Eaft. >"■ 

alfo 
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alfo gave them to him. Or that 
jibfolom would have had a right to 
murder all the wives of 2)avid^ (as 
in all probability he would have 
done II ) if they had fallen into his 
power ( after the overthrow of his 
father) 5 becaufe, in that cafe, it might 
have very properly been faid, that 
God had given them into his hands. 

But after all ; thofe who are of\ 
opinion , that 2)awd took Saul's 
wives to be his own, have not only 
had very little attention to the cha^- 

j) If they had fallen into his hands, there is 
great reafon to believe, he intended to murder 
them all. At leaft, fo Jcab ( who was in all 
David's fecrets, as David was let into all jib- 
faktnSy by means of his friend Hnjhai ) fuifi- 
ciently gives us to underftand, from thefe 
words in 2 Sam. xix. 5. And Joab came into 
the hcufe to the king^ andfaidy 7*hou hnji Jbamed 
this day the faces of all thy feruantSy which this 
day Jbavefaved thy life^ and the lives of thy fonsy 
and of thy daughters ; and the lives of thy wivesy 
and the lives of thy concubines -^ Nowy if this 
had happened, Could Jbfalom properly plead 
God's approbation of this murder ? 
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ra<fter of ^avid, but likewife have 
bad very little attention to the hiftory, 
cither of Snul^ or of jDavid^ or the . 
condition of thofe times. | 

First then ; as to the hiftorics of ! 
Saul and ^avidj tho' they be more 
minutely, and particularly,tranfmitted 
to us, than thofe of all the other 
kings of Judah^ and Ifrael^ put to- 
gether ; yet, is there not the Icaft 
trace, either of SauFs having had 
more wives, or concubines, than one 
of each 5 or of ^avid^s having takea 
any one of Saul's wives, or concu- 
bines, to himfelf 5 or of his having 
had any kind of commerce, with 
any one of them : which, from the 
<:andour, and impartiality, of their 
hiftorians, groundeth a very fair, and 
juft prefumption, that he had iione. 

1 N the next place 5 the conditioti 
pf thofe times naturally leadeth us to 
the fame conclufion. 

"" ' " ' When 
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When Saul died, Ifbhjbeth his 
fon fucceeded him 5 and was, for fe- 
ven years, king of eleven tribes ; 
whilft ^avid was received only by 
the twelfth. And can it be made a 
rational doubt. Whether Saul's whole 
family was then in IJhhoJheth's 
power ? 

That they were then in his pow- 
er, is, I think, fufficiently evident, 
not only from the fituation of affairs 
at that time, but alfo, from the ac- 
count we have of Rifpah^ Saul's con- 
cubine. The quarrel, between him 
and Ahner, arofe on account of fome 
commerce Abner was fuppofed to 
have with her. Is it not plain from 
hence, that the wives and concubines 
of Saul ( if he had more than one of 
each ) were then in the poffcflion of 
IJhhoJheth ? Any commerce of his 
with them was inceft, beyond all 
controverfy J and there is nothing in 
H 4 his 
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his character, that (hould induce us 
to believe him any more (crupulous 
upon that head, than Ahfalom was j 
efpecially, when he might think it 
his interefl;, and a means of fecuring 
the kingdom to him ||. And if Da* 
vid fhut up, and never more came 
near, thofe concubines, which his 
xx?'?" foti went in to'l'5 (as he certainly did) 
it is in no wife probable, that he 
would have any commerce with 
thofe wives, who had before belong- 
ed to Saul'y and were afterwards in 
the hands of JJhhoJbeth ^. Certainly 

the 



(I However, it is but juft, to obferve that, 
in his difpute with Jbnerf he calleth Rifpahy 
his father's concubine ; not his own. 

f It is not improbable, that this judgment 
firom God, cooperating with the prophet's re- 
proofj contributed to bring Dan)id into a tho^ 
rough fenfe of his guilt, in the point of Poly- 
gamy. 

* We naturally take the chara8:er of a fa- 
mily from the fether of it ; if there be nothing 
to determine us to the contrary. Now, as to 
Satifs religion, befides his monftrous mailacre 

of 
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the pollution, nay, the fufpicion of 
the pollution, of inccft upon himfclf, 
and upon thofe women, by fuch a 
connmerce, muft be more fliocking 
to fuch a fpirit as his, than the invo- 
luntary pollution contracaed by his 
own women J in which he had no 
(hare, and poflibly, they no guilt. 
Efpecially, when he could propofe no 
advantage to himfelf by fuch a com- 
merce 5 the kingdom being now his 
own, without a rival : and when, 
in all probability, he could be under 
no temptation to this guilt, from the 
youth, or beauty, of any of the per- 
fons, fuppofed to be concerned in 
it. 



of jibimekchy his aflbciates, and whole city in 
the fecuritjr of their innocence ; (in which the 
GibconiteSf in all probability, had their Ihare ) 
we n^ay form a rational conjefture concerning 
it, froth what David faith to the elders of Ip- 
raelj i Chron. xiii. where advifing them to 
bring again the ark, he addeth, for we inquired 
not at it in the (iays of Sauk 

How 
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How long they had been SauPs 
wives ( fuppofing he had any fuch) is 
uncertain ; but, if we may judge by 
the unfcttlcd condition of his later 
years, probably a confiderable time; 
but however that may be, the di- 
ftance of more than fcven confuming 
years, betwixt SauPs death and 2)^- 
vid's fucceffion to IJhhofheth, will, I 
believe, be found fufficient to exhauil 
the bloom of a {hort-lived, Jfiatk, 
beauty. This is certain ; that a lefs 
fpace hath been found fufficient to 
exhauft it, in thofe regions, where it 
is fuppofed more permanent. 

Besides all this, Rifpah was one 
of thefe wives ; (he was undoubtedly 
put into David's power, as well as 
the reft ; but is there the leaft colour, 
or pretence of reafon for believing, 
that ever (he was literally in his bo^ 
fom ? 
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The learned letter-writer, and 
others, may think as they plcafe upon 
this point j but, I hope, they will 
allow me to believe 7)avtd incapable 
of fo grofs, fo fruitlels, fo untempcing 
a guilt : even if he had had any op- 
portunity of incurring it, as \ verily 
believe he had not. 

To all this may be added that the 
word which in this text is tranflated 
wiveSy doth in its primary import 
(ignify only women ; and that the 
generality of the Rabbins underftapd 
it in this place to fignify only the la- 
dies of Saul's court ||, and are alfo of 
opinion, that it was unlawful, even 
for a king of Ifrael, to marry the 
widow of a king. And indeed, as 
far as I can learn, it was a prad:ice 
even in this fenfe almoft unknown to 



)) See Seld. Ux, Hdu 1. i. c. 10. 

the 
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the heathen, that a man Jhould have 
bis fathers wife f* 

But if we underfland the exprcf- 
fion fo as to comprehend all the wo- 
men over whom Saul hzd any power, 
the prophet's reafoningj and ^av'td\ 
guilt will both be feen in their ftrong- 
eft hght : and that it mud be io un* 
derftood, I think, is evident from the 
text, / gave thee thy majiers houfe^ 
and thy majiers wives, &c. i. e. I 
put SauV% whole family into your 
power. How criminal muft ^avid 
be in his attempt upon Uriah's wife, 
when he had lo many other women 
in his power to chufe out of ! whereas 
had his choice been confined to anti- 



"f* Unlefs in fuch inftances as that oiNero or 
Caracalla^ It is true, Procopius tells us in his 
fourth book of the Vandal wars, that this was 
cuftomary among the Varn'f^ and C<efar charg- 
eth the antient Britons with yet greater abomi- 
nations ^ Bell. Gall. 1. v. c. i^ Gran).) but men 
of learning have with good reafon doubted, 
whether their informations were well grounded. 

(]uated 



POLYGAMY. 109 

quated and polluted Rifpah, (the 
only furviving wife of Saul that wC 
hear of) I cannot conceive what 
foundation there could be for this part 
of the prophet's reproach. 

Besides 5 if !DavU had been con» 
fcious to himfelf of fuch guilt, was \t 
poflible for him, in a pfalm of thankf- 
giving to God upon his thorough 
ftablifhment in the kingdom, to cry 
out, nay, to appeal to God, as he 
doth in the xviiith plalm. The Lord 
rensoarded me according to my rigbte" 
oujhefsj &c. For I have kept the ways ^ Sam. 
oftbeLord; as for his Jiatutes, Idid^^- 
not depart from them. I was alja up- 
right before him, and have kept my- 
felf from mine iniquity. This is an 
appeal, which I am perfuaded, no 
hypocrite, not even the moft aban- 
doned, ever yet made to God 5 how- 
ever he might glofe, and falfify before 
men. See pfalm cxix. 

RE. 
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Dissertation VI. 

U T ftill it is objeaed in 
favour of Polygamy, that 
thofe countries where it is 
permitted, are more nu- 
merous in their inhabitants, than 
thofe where it is prohibited : a:nd 
they inftancc in Turkey^ China, and 
Japan, 

As 
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A s to the firft of thefe, it is well 
known ( fay they ) that the Jfiatic 
armies are much more numerous 
than the European 3 and it is allowed, 
that China and Japan are the beft 
inhabited regions of the earth 5 and 
thefe advantages are afcribed to the 
benefit of Polygamy. 

But, with great fubmiflion, no- 
thing can be more rafli and ilU 
grounded than thefe conclufions. 

The Turk is tyrant over an im- 
menfe tra<a of earth, abfolute mafter 
of the lives and fortunes of his fub- 
je(5ts||, and therefore he can at any 
time croud as many of them together 



(j All the lands of that empire are held upon 
the terms of military contributions. That is, 
under conditions of fupplying the emperor 
with a certain number or horle and foot, in 
proportion to the extent and value of the eftate. 

un- 
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under his enfigns as he thinks ^t, 
and hence his armies are much more 
numerous, than thofe of the Euro' 
pean power?, whofe empires are much 
lefs cxtenfive, and whofe dominion 
is lefs abfoluce 5 but at the fame time, 
it is well known that his Janizaries, 
his beft foldiers, the fupport and 
ftrength of his empire, are the fons 
of chriftian parents, who are no way 
indebted to Polygamy for their in- 
creafe. 

But, fuppofe the cafe otherwife, 
the number of the Grand Seignior's 
forces inferreth nothing in favour of 
Polygamy, for the reafons now men- 
tioned. 

The only queftion is. Whether 
the inhabitants ofthofe countries, over 
which he is tyrant, are become more 
numerous fince the admifCon of Po- 
lygamy amongft them ? And it is 
evident to demonftration;, that they 
I are 
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4re riot. Notwlthftanding the vaft 
fupplies they have received ( ahd do 
daily) from their depredations on th^ 
European borders ||, fotxietinies to the 

I] It is well known, that the Crim^Tdrtars 
make a trade of ravageing the bonders of Po^ 
land^ and Mufcovy^ and carrying thfe inhabitants 
into flavery to ConfianUttopk^ &cci belide the 
^ufkijh depredations in the Levant. Sse Chur-i 
cWlo CoUe^ion cf Vi^'^es^ p. 536. * 

Oharius relateth, that the Circajtan Tartars 
trade with one anothet* in horfes^ lads, and 
maids, which they lleul froitr the ifontiers of 
Mufcw)y^ p; 16%. 

And Bujhequiasj p. loj. that at the gates of 
ConJhnfifwpU he met with whole waggon-loads 
of boys and girls brought i$om ffimgary to 
Conftantinopk to be fold> and that no merchan- 
dize is mote frequent among them than that j 
befides the fale of flaves taken in wai*, which 
is a gamful trade, p^ i5S, 15^. 

The Perfians have their Georgians to fupply 
their armies, as the Turks their Janizaries. 
Fryar^ pi 159. 

The north coaft of the Black fta, from the 
lake Moeotis to Mingreiiay is full of woods in-* 
habited by a fort of mountaineei^ called 
Cbercksy who are not fubjefit to the Tcirks. but 
tirade with all fliips as they piafs by for ilave^ 
nude and female, with which they fiitnilh the 
Turii i ( Univ. Travel, p. 814* ) by which the 
country is difpeopled. Il^id. p. 81 5. 

I amount 
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amount of half a million of fouls at 
once. Nay, whoever comparech the 
prefcnt ftate of thofe countries with 
the antient, in the times of the Greeks^ 
and Romans, will find abundant rea- 
fon to conclude, that notwith (landing 
their imaginary increafc from Polyga- 
my, they do not now contain one 
half, nay, not one tenth of their an- 
tient either heathen or chriftian inha- 
bitants. Their great and flourifliing 
cities are either in utter ruine^ or in 
comparative defolation || 5 and no 
new ones worth nameing are rifen 
up in their ftead. The place of ma- 
ny of them is not fo much as to be 
found ', and many others are only 
known by fome remain of aotierit 
magnificence, or fome monument of 



II I am fenfible that Grand Cairo isanexceiv- 
tion to this obfervation, and poidibly fo may 
Conjlantimpk in point of inhabitants : but thefe 
exceptions no way afie6t the truth of the gene- 
ral obfervation. 

more 
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more diftinguifhed ruinc 5 the prefent 
rude race that poffefs them, ftrangers 
to culture, and enemies to art and 
elegance, have fpread milery and dc- 
folacion whcre-ever they came. 

^ W-i T H \<^hat heavy hearts do all 
travellers of tafte, or common huma- 
nity, traverfe thefe fad ruines of an- 
ient grandeur ! furveying their pre- 
fent devaflacion with an equal mix- 
l ture of pity arid contempt ^ and ag-' 
■gravateing it by comparifon with 
pheir antient glory 3 in a word, who- 
mever will allow himfelf time and at- 
I tendon enough to furvey the feveral 
regions of this great empire, whethet 
in their pagan or chriftian ftate, and 
compare that with their prefent depo- 
pulation, will have as much reafon 
to believe that the prefent Athint 
tranfcendeth the antient Athens^ or 
the mofque zt JerufaJem, Solomon ^ 
temple, as that Polygamy hath peo- 
> pled Afia, 
f ;. ■■■ ■'■ I » Nat, 
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Nay, the contrary to this is (o 
demonftrably true , that whoever 
throughly coafidereth the ftate of that 
empire, will have abundant rea(bn to 
conclude, that if it were not for their 
conftant fupplies of chriftian captives J, 
and that policy faral to Cbrifiendomt 
of fupporting their empire by chrif- 
tian natives educated, and perverted 
to Mahometifm, the Turks had long 
fince ceafed to be a people 5 nor 
doth it require great fagacity to 
forefee, that whenever that policy 
ceafcth, ( as it is faid to be in its f de- 
cline) 



\ 

^ II And thefcfore Sii- Paul Ricdut vety jodU 
cloudy obi^rvetb, that the checking of t^M. 
trade would be the moft efieftual way of 
weakening thia empire. 

'\> The famzaries nee nCfW beoooie « con^ 
derable bod}^ in this einpii<e, as ti» J>¥stori4tH • 
bands wete in the Reman '^ and the Turks are 
faid, by bribeing their <^oers, to pfocute dw 
admiffion of many oftheir children into it,i^ 
ftead of thofe of chriftians. Whether any of' 

taem 
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cline ) their empire will not long fur- 



vivc It. 



But ftill it is objefted, that China 
and Japan are confefledly the beft 
peopled regions of the earth, and in 
them Polygamy remarkably prevail- 
cth. 

In anfwer to this, I ftiall beg leave 
to confider the ftate of both thefe 
countries in a very particular manner 
with relaticm to this point ; and 
doubt not to demonftratc to the eon- 
virion of the meaneft capacity, that 
the number of inhabitants in each of 
thefe empires, is fo far from being in- 
creafed, that it is greatly chcck'd by 



them are admitted, by the fame means, into 
the iemiaaries of the Jchoglam and ^giamoglans 
(which were originally to confiA of <:hriftians) 
(caniiotfay, 

I \ Po- 
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Polygamy : aad that the cxcefs oi 
females above males in thofe countries^ 
(if in truth they do exceed) is owing 
to other caufes than the proportion of 
their natural increafe. 

I N the firft place then, I believe 
it will be allowed, that the great na<f 
rural increafe of people in all countries, 
is from the increafe of the populace. 
Now the common people in Cb'tna^ 
who are there, as in all other countries, 
the bulk of the people, and an ex^ 
ceeding majority, marry but one 
wife ; and confequently the increafe 
of that people above all others is not 
due to Polygamy. If the increafe of 
inhabits^nts in any country were due 
to Polygamy, the inhabitants would 
certainly be found to increafe moft in 
thofe; countries, {cateris paribus) where 
that pra<5t:ice was found to be moft 
prevalent with the greater part of the 
people J as in Turkey for example, 

(whcr^ 
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(where it remarkably prevailcth || ) 
jf whereas in fadt it is otherwife : and 
the common people in China who 
marry but one wife, increafe fafter 
than thofe of the Turks, who marry 
many 5 and there is reafon to believe, 
that this practice hath not long pre- 
vailed even among the people of bet- 
ter condition in China The reafon 
why the common people of China 
marry but one wife, is exprefly men- 
tioned in fome accounts of that coun- 
try, and eafily colled:ed from all the 
reft 5 they buy their wives there, ( as 
they do almoft all over the Eaft) and 
are unable to purchafe and maintain 
more than one 5 nor can it well be 
otherwife, except in thofe parts of the 
world, where the original inhabitants 



II But with this difference, that the bulk of 
common people in fturkey are chriftians, who 
are found in faft to have more children by one 
wife, than the 0trks by many. See Salmon'.* 
frefent State oftheTmkiih Emftre., ch, vi. 
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ave llavcs and poor, and their tyranes 
rich, asin7«riy, or where the wivfS 
are reduced to fuch an abje6t ftace of 
ilavery as to maintain both themfelves 
and their husbands by hard labour 3 
as in fome parts of Jfric, 

In the next place, the Cbinefe have 
for four thoufand years paft enjoyed 
the advanrage of more peace and bet^ 
ter civil inditutions than any region 
under heaven f hath for fuch 9 
length pf time ; i^nd if mankind are 
doubl(;d in the ordinary (late of things 
in the compafs of about 300 years, 
we may cafily conceive why China 
(fo advantaged far beyond the ordinary 
condition of other countries) (hould 
be the beft peopled region of the 
earth ||. 

In 



f SeeNavarette'j.^^^(?///r/5^China. Chur- 
chill's Collect, cf Trav. Vol, I. ch* v. 

[| In any place or country where the mxmr 
ber of people is to the i^nnual increafe in a con- 

ftant 
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ta 

^^ In the next place, when China 
' » ^2is conquered, as it hath been twice 
'j by 

'I ^ 

§ant given ratio ; and where they are neither 
diminifhed by the emigration of the natives, 
nor augmented by the acceflion of ftrangers, 
the unoe in which the inhabitants will be 

L doubled) may be determined in the following 

I manner. 

L«t the number of people be to the annual 

I iacreafe as A'' to J^ confequentlv N+ A will 

[ be as the number of people after one year - 

and forafmuch as N. N+A. ^±£1* ^^+-^1 * 

^c. are in continued proportion, ^^dLfJ. will ^ 

be a s the number of people after two years, 

and "' as the number after three years, 

and fo on. And if 7* be put to denote the. 
years wherein the number will be doubled, 

■ ' ■ ■ ' tor 

we Ihall have this equation ^Lltf = ^ iVTand 

S^r^ , and t^ ^^^^~~ 

N. r Log. N + ^ — Log. N. 

Now from Dr. Hall^% obfervations on the bills 
of mortality at BreJlaWy it appeareth, that of 
29 perfons one dies annually; and that the 
4eat|is are to the births as i to 1.05 y, confe- 
^ quently , 
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by the Tartars^ tho' great numbers | 
of the natives were flain, yet was \ 



quently the number of people is to the annual 
increale, as 29 to 0.055, ^^ rhat in this cafe 
iV+.^=29055 and N=ii9ooo ; and the diffe- 
rence of their logarithms, viz. 8229 dividing 
the logarithm of 2, viz* 30x0300 gives 366 for 
the number of years in which the mhabitants 
oiBrcflaw will be dt)ubled. Again, from the 
Left oWervations it appeareth, that throughout 
England^ of 40 perfons one dies annually j and 
Mr. Derham tells ite, that the deaths are to 
the births as 1 to 1. 12. confequently the num- 
ber of people in England is to the annual in- 
creafe as 40 to a 12, and therefore N-^A^z 
4012, and iv==4ooo and the difference ot their 
logarithms, vtZy 13009 dividing the logarith 
of a as before, gives 231 for the number of 
years in whjch the people of England will be 
doubled ; which is a little lefs than two thirds 
of the time requilite at Brefiaw^ The reafon 
of this diiparity is, that in England they are 
lefs mortal than at Brejlaw in the proportion 
of 29 to 40 ; and more prolific in the propor- 
tion of 1 1 20 to 1055. 

And tho' we fliould fuppofe the inhabitants 
of fome countries more mortal and lefs prolific 
than thofe at Brejlaw^ apd others lefs mortal 
and more prolific than thof^ of Englandy yet 
ftill 300 years may be eftimated at a medium 
as the time in which mankind under the cir* 
cvunftances firft laid dowo^i will be doubled. 

that 
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t\iae devaftacion more than made up 
by a vaft influx of the conquerors 
from that inexhauftible hive of Tar^ 
tary. 

Their armies were mighty, many, 
and fucceflivic; and as they gained 
ground, they invited their friends to 
iollow them j many of their wives 
attended them in the expedition II5 as 
others followed in great numbers ^, 
infomuch chat in the laft conqueft of 
China, the imperial cities of Tekin 
and l^^ankin were wholly peopled 
anew by Tartars ; the natives being 
forced out into other habitations f ; 
and if we confiderthe incredible num- 
bers of men faid to dwell in thefe ci- 
ties, the vaft numbers of Tartars fenc 
to guard the great wall, and to garri- 



\\ Palafox'j Conqueft o/^ China hy the Tartars. 
p. 583. ^ 

* Ibid. p. 5:54. 
f Ibid. p. 455. 

foa 
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Ton all the other towns and cides ofl 
this mighty empire after the conqueft^ 
vre (hall have reafon to believe, thac 
China gained an increale of inhabi*^ 
tants by this revolution. 

This point then is I hope fuffi- 
ciently clear, that China doth not 
owe the number of its people to Po^ 

lygamy. 

Let us now coniidcr the fuppofed 
excefs of females above males in that 
empire, and fee whether that (fup* 
pofeing it h€t ) can be accounted for 
upon other principles than the prO' 
portion of their natural increafe, 

In the firft place then, the number 
of males (lain in the laft conqueft of 
China greatly exceeded ( as it ordina- 
rily happcneth) that of the females f j 



f Palafox'j Conquefi of Cbina^ p. 578, 

and 
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and we are told that the Tartars took 
none of the Chtnefe women to wife 
for three or four years after their 
conqueft 5 f before which time they 
had women enough from their own 
country. And as fome millions of 
men were flain in this conaueft, and 
the civil commotions precedeineit, ic 
is evident that great numbers of wo- 
men muft be left at this time defti- 
tute of husbands. 

I N the next place, whereas there 
are three fe^ of Bonzi or Monks, 
who profefs celibacy in China^ we 
are altured that there were three mil- 
lions of only one feA of thofe monks 
in Cfjtna^ at the time of the Tartar 
conqueft ) $ a number iingly fuffi- 
cient to create a great exce^ of un- 
married females 5 and at the fame 



\ VAiSox'sCoHqueftcfOaxcoi, p. 554. 
II Ibid. p. 4^ 

time 
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time greatly to check the increafe of 
(hat people 5 and this upon fuppofl' 
tion that the other two fedts made up 
no number worth mentioning, which 
however we have no reafon, to be* 
licve ; fincc the firft of thcfe, which is 
the learned fed, hath temples dedi- 
cated to Confucius in every town and 
city, befides thcfe to Ching^Hpang 
the tutelar genius of the empire, thofc 
dedicated to the Spirit or .fire, the 
God of the waters, and many others 5 
and all thofe temples mud have 
priefts to attend them ^. ,, 

We are alfo told, that the. fccond 
fe(5fc hath very many tepipics thi;9qgh-: 
out all Cbina\\, but with this ajbiate- 
ment, th^t [ome,.qf , their rigricfts 
marry. - . :. 

As to the third, viz. the idol (c£t 
.oi India, their monafteries, pagodes, 

— ■I I ■ III I — — ^—— ^— ^^1^— ipp— ^— 1^1^ 

* Navarettty B. II. ch. ix. 
II Ibid. 

and 
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-i\ ^. priefts are confeflcdly innume- 

Qi^ rable.^ Their temples, faith 'Nava" 

^1 rette ||, are innumerable, fame have 

ficy /w hundred, fome eight hundred^ 

fme a tboufand Bon7ies» And if we 

add to all thefe the number of her* 

Imics difperfed throughout the whole 
empire, we (hall have reaibn to be* 
Ueve that the whole of the reclufes 
I and monaftics of China will amount 
to at lead twice three millions ; 
I which I ana fatisfied is much more 
than the furplus number of wives in- 
Idulged by the permiflion of a plura- 
lity throughout that empire. . 

I The iaft check (that I fliall men- 

Ition) upon the increafe of people in 
China, and fuch as at the fame time 
j Icaveth a great number of females of 
necejflSty unmated, is the great num- 
ber of eunuchs made and maintained 



) 



II Navarette, B. II. ch. ix. 

through- 
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throughout that empire, to be a 
guard upon their feraglio's. An em- 
pirc where the nobility and men of \ 
wealth are more numerous than in \ 
Any other under heaven. We are in- 
formed from Navarette, that when 
Xttn. Chit the laft Tartar conqueror 
died, ( which was about eighty years 
ago) there were fix thoufand eunuchs 
turned out of the palace at oncer and 
we are informed by T^urchas, of fix- 
teen thoufand in the palace at once $ 
and of three thoufand cho(en into it 
at one time out of twenty thoaland 
prefcntcd. For as this is a great pre* 
ferment, the poorer fort throughout 
the empire emafculate their handfbme 
fons in hopes of this preferment ||. 

From all which it appeareth, that 
the great number of females in China 



II Umverfal Travellery p. 672. of the Dublin 
Edition. 

left 
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left to fupply the feraglio's of plura- 
lifts is intirely owing to the 'Tartar 
con(]ueft, to that fuperftitious celiba- 
cy and that cruel eviration which pre- 
vail there; the firft of whichdeftroy- 
cd fo many native males, as the 
two latter daily cue ofFfuch an infi- 
nite number of men from their natu- 
ral rights, and from difchargeing the 
duties they owe to fociety ; and how 
much the increafe of people in this 
empire is check'd by thefe abomina- 
tions, let any man of common un- 
dcrftanding judge. 

Further yet ; That the increafe 
of people in that country, is check'd 
by Polygamy, will appear clearly 
from another proof ; and that is, 
fliewing that in fad;, notwithftanding 
the advantages it hath over all other 
countries, it is not the beft peopled 
country in the world. 

K Some 
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Some writers of good note make 
China as large as all Europe 5 now, 
foppofe it only half as large, it is evi- 
dently more than ten times as large 
as England'^ the inhabitants of China 
are found by the exa(5);efl: computa- 
tion to be about fifty-eight milli6os||, 
thofe of England are eftimated at ele- 
ven 5 if this computation be right, it 
is evident that Ch'tna is not half as 
well peopled as England. 



I) So Salmon computeth them after Newhoffy 
Mod. Htft. Vol. I. ch. i. 

Tho' Kircher would have us believe that the 
very men are fo many (China JUttJiratay Part 
IV. c. ii.) by his account the men are ten to 
a family in feveral provinces of the empire ; 
and fix and a half at a medium throughout, 
v^hich is incredible. 

Now, fiippofe the women as numerous, 
then every family in China will contain thirteen 
men and women one with another beiides chil- 
dren, which is abfolutely impoflible in the 
nature of things, for then every man and wife 
muft at their firft going together into a houle 
of their own, have eleven uaves to atteqd them. 

The 
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The inhabitants of China have 
not been diminiflied, that we know 
of, for fome thoufands of years, by - 
wars, by comnnerce, or by colonies, 
as thofc of England are and have been 
daily diminlQied by all thefe drains, 
in all parts of the habitable world 5 
and yet they are more numerous in 
proportion 5 it is evident then that 
the natives of England | are and have 
been much more incrcafcd by Mono- 
gamy, than thofe of China by Po- 
lygamy. 

The cafe of Japan is, I own, 
wholly different from that of China 
in the bufineis of Eunuchifm ; for no 
fuch cuftom prevaileth there that I 
can find, (for here women are attend- 
ed by women flaves). 

II If it be objefled that the inhabitants of 
England have been greatly increafed by foreign 
acceifions \ I anfwer, fo hath China in propor- 
tion. 

K 2 li\it 
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But then other abominations 
which are the natural and neceflary 
confequences of Polygamy have the 
very fame influence upon that people, 
and e<]ually defeat the ends of fociety 5 
I mean, thofe deteftable and abomi- 
nable proftitutions of both kyits pub- 
licity permitted and encouraged 
throughout that whole empire 5 to 
the infinite reproach of that reafon 
whofe fufficiency is fo celebrated. 

N o w, the confequences of thefe 
proftitutions are thefe. 

First, that great numbers of men 
indulged in this licentious way are 
diverted from regular marriages. 

Secondly , that many of the 
unhappy creatures; fo expofcd, cfpe- 



\\ See Kemfer'j Hift. of Japan Eng. p. 260, 
416, 600. 

daily 
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daily of the male icx, perifh young. 
And 

Thirdly, that they who live 
longer in this vile profeflion, are yet 
utterly ufelefs to all the purpofes of 
propagation. 

And that thefe proftitutions arc 
the natural confequences of Polygamy 
is evident, inafmuch as a great num- 
ber of women unnaturally fliut up in 
feraglio's, of neceffity leaveth a great 
number of men deprived of their na- 
tural rights 5 thefe rtien however muft 
be indulged, and there is no pofli- 
bility of indulgeing them but by pub- 
lit^ proftitutions. 

And thus (to fay nothing of men) 
are all orders and degrees of women 
in that empire differently diftrelfed ; 
fome by the craveings and mifcries of 
natural wants unindulged 5 and others 
by all the abufes of brutality and 
K 5 excefs 5 



n3 
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excefs ; and can any man who hath 
the leaft remains either of virtue or 
humanity need ampler or more ag- 
gravated proofs of the evils of Poly- 
gamy, than fuch as this finglc confi- 
deration will fuggeft ? 

Now, the infinite number of bro- 
thels throughout that empire, and the 
prodigious refort to them is, I think, 
a plain proof, that the men arc a 
great majority there ; for this fheweth 
that a great part of the people hath a 
demand for proftitutes. 

To illuftratc this by a parallel 
inftance j the proftitutes licenfed for 
the finglc city of Ifpahan are, we arc 
told, forty thoufand "I* 5 now, fup- 
^ofe one half of thofe that refort to 
thefe, to be married men, yet muft 
we fuppofe at leaft eighty thoufand 



^ Fryars Travelsy p. jpy. 

un- 
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unmarried men in that city ; other* 
wife there were no occafion for fuch 
a number of licences 5 and can we 
imagine that the women (hut up in 
the ieraglio's of that city amount to 
half that number ? No furely 5 for 
the rich in all great cities are com pa* 
ratively few ; and they only can keep 
a plurality of wives (which is the cafe 
of all countries where the women arc 
{hut up) ; whereas then there are 
more brothels licenfed and encou* 
raged in Japan than in any region 
or the earth, it is plain, that there 
muft be more unmarried men in it, 
and this reafoning is ftret^thened by 
ccMifidering, that there hath been no 
deftru6tion of men there for many 
ages, either by war or commerce, 
which in other countries greatly con- 
tnbute to reduce the males to an 
equality with the females. 

There is befides this, another 

check upon their increafe j and that 

K 4 is, 
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is, the power all men of fortune have 
over their flaves, whom they can flay 
at will, and whom they often call 
upon to flay thcmfelves at their en- 
tertainments out of gaiety and gallan- 
try J as alfo the cuftom which pre- 
vaileth among thofe flaves, of facrifice*- 
ing themfelves in great numbers (from 
twenty to forty at a time) at the 
graves of their lords ^, who being 
"very numerous (poflibly more fo in 
proportion to the extent of the em- 
pire than even in China) 5 their deaths 
muft create a great flaughter of males, 
and confequently a great number of 
widowed wives, and helplefs orphans 
to be added to their brothels and ki 
raglio's. 

But the principal check upon 
their increafe here, as well gs in Cbi-f 



^ MandeKo's Travelsy p. 142. 
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a, is the celibacy of the priefthood, 
'hich is here incredibly numerous ||. 

And whereas there are twelve 
:<5Vs in this empire, each of which 
re inftru<5ted by priefts of their own, 
le ecclefiaftics of eleven of thefe arc 
rohibited to marry under pain of 
eath f, but indulged in an abomi- 
lable licence of another kind. 

And we learn from Kemfer*, that 
:ho' two orders of the twelfth fe(5t 
ire permitted to marry, yet they fel- 
dom do fo. 

Now, whereas thefe priefts are in 
one part fo numerous as to equal 
about a tenth part of the layety + , 



II Mandelfo'i Travels p. 1 54. Kemfer^ p. 48<S, 
487^238, 29. 

-f* Mandelfo, p. 154. Canidius/» ChurchiU'jr 
aile(f. Vol. I. p 488. 

^ Ibid. p. 305. 

I Ibid, K^mfer, p. 486, 487, 

how 
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how greatly this feclufion of fuch 
numbers of men from marriage muft 
multiply the number of women above 
thofe of the married men in that part, 
and confequently provide fupplics for 
ftews and the feraglio's of the rich, is 
fufficiently obvious. 

But then it muft be remembered, 
thatthefe monaftics are only thus nu- 
merous at Miaco, the refidence of 
their ecclefiaftical emperor 5 and this 
fuppofed exccfs of females in one city 
can bear no proportion to that natural 
cxcefs of males throughout an empire 
fo extenfive and fo populous. 

Now, if ve fuppofe the priefthood 
even half fo numerous in other parts : 
of the empire, which is a large fup- . f 
pofition, this however in a nation « 
where men are not exhaufted either i 
by war or navigation , will fcarcc « 
bring the females to an equality with 
the marriageable males, and confe- j 

qucntly 
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[ qttencly there can be no furplus of 
^ women for Polygamy. 

ir 

And indeed I think it evident from 
the bcft accounts of this empire, that 
there is rather a fcarcity of women 
throughout it than any exceeding; 
confecjnently the increafe of the na- 
tives is much more check'd than pro- 
moted by Polygamy ; and one proof 
of this fcarcity of women (befides the 
multitudes of their male and female 
ff proftitutes) is, that guards are kept 
t] upon the outroads of the imperial 
cky, to hinder women frodn being 
carried away from it 



n 

> 

a 

ce 
th 
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But, fuppofe the cafe other wife, 
md fttppofe the married men in Ja* 
pan to beget more children by their 
oiany wives than they could if con- 
(ioed to one, will this prove the num- 
ber of mankind beft increafed by Po- 



ll Kemfer, p. $i2, 

lygamy ? 
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lygamy? the plain queftion is, Whe 
ther chey are more increafed in thai 
way, than they would be, if ever) 
man in that empire were indulged k 
the right of marriage with one wife i 
and I believe, no man of common 
fenfe, and knowledge in the ftate 
that country, will infifl; that the) 
arc. 

But ftill it may be urged, thai 
the inhabitants of this empire are very 
numerous. 

I own they are, and fo muft the 
inhabitants of every nation undei 
heaven be in length of time, how- 
ever their increafe may be check'd by 
Polygamy, if we fuppofe that increafe 
uncheck'd by ill government, igno- 
rance of the arts of life, and the 
drains of war, peftilencef , com«» 



f The plague is not known in Japan. Stp 
galmon's f^refent State of J&]^n, 

merce, 
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merce^ and colonies : which hath 
been remarkably the cafe of Japan 
for many ages, (nay, they are gene- 
lally believed to increafe under jail 
dicfe difadvantages) tho'ill govern- 
ment always driveth them away. 

L E T us fuppofe Japan as full of 
inhabitants as it can hold, which I 
believe is not the cafe, fince the in- 
habitants are prohibited to quit the 
empire upon pain of death 5 whereas 
if they were overcharged, they would 
be glad to be eafed 5 however, fup- 
pofe this to be really the cafe, Are 
mankind born only for one country > 

Suppose Japan throughly peopled, 
Is the world fo ? Moft certainly it is 
not. 

W H T then fliould the increafe of 
its citizens be check'd, as it certainly 
is by Polygamy, and the confequencc 
of it, Proftitution ? And by a fuper- 

flitious 
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fiitious fccluiion of great numbers of 
males from marriage ? 

Give me leave to add, that chrif- 
tian ftates are not altogether unccMi- 
cerned in the confequences of fuch 
fecluiions. 

By this time I hope it clearly ap- 
peareth, that the number of mankind 
is far from being increafed either in 
China or Japan by the permiflion of 
Polygamy ; cjuite otherwife, the in- 
creafe of the human fpecies is mani- 
fcftly check'd, and their miferies mul- 
tiplied by that permiflion, not only 
in thofe regions, but in every region 
of the habitable world. 

I fpcak this upon full convidion, 
the confcquence of a long and care- 
fill inquiry into the beft accounts I 
could meet with of all the parts and 
portions of this globe. 

Upon 
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Upon the whole, if we confider 
the infinite evils derived from the 
pra^ice of Polygamy in all parts of 
the earth, where it obtaineth, upon 
the men by the luxury of fomc, the 
eviration of others, and the exclufion 
of infinite numbers from their natural 
rights : upon the women by the di- 
ftra(^ions of envy and jealoufy, by 
rageing appetites unindulged, by cruel 
confinement, by abje(5b flavcry, and 
a feclufion from the nobleft rights of 
nature and fociety : and upon both, 
by that proftitution and brutality, to 
which great numbers of both are ex- 
pofed by it : and laftly, by the fe- 
clufion of both from that right and 
regular commerce of the fcxes, that 
true focial union of afFe(5tion and in- 
terefts which God intended, and na- 
ture demandeth. I fay, whoever 
confidereth all thefe evils, and abhor- 
reth not Polygamy the parent of them 
all, chat man hath a foul utterly 

eftranged 
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eftranged from all focial and benevo' 
lent affedions ; from all true love of 
liberty, and reverence of virtue 5 and 
from all awe, honour, and venera- 
tion of the Supreme Being. 
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Dissertation VII. 

H E laft proof of the mul- 
dpiicacion of mankind by 
Poly»my, beyond that 
by nngle marriages, is 
taken from the prodigious increafe of 
mankind in the rader and more bar* 
barous ages fufHciently evidenced by 

Xi thole 
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thofc frequent and furious fwarms 
Iromtbe northern hive 5 which have 
Wholly ceafed for (bme liges paft, 
^pce tnee^yiillnlient of Oiriilianicy : 
hilt is, find; iPblyg^tny and ^omif- 
cuous copulation ceafed amongft 
thcni't'. 

This I own did for a confiderablc 
time appear to nne a ftrong argument 
in favour of Polygamy : and upon 
inquiry I found k Aich as tecpire^l 
more time carefiiUy to ^fcufs and 
clearly to determine than can well be 
fuppofed to have been employed up(Mi 
it, by fome very ingenious men who 
read only for their pltafurc. . 

I N the firft pkce then I think it 
evident, frorti rhc moft 4intient atr4 
aatheftric accounts of the tiorthem na-«i 
tions, that Polygamy never prevailcdl 



. f See Sir JK Temple's obfervations on the !; 
Naberlands., p, II. Fol.'E.d. 

much 
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much araonsft them before the efta- 
bliOiment otMahometirm. 

For firft, Herodotus^ and 7'rog^Sy 
whoieem to have carefully contidered 
die manners of the Scythians^ give us 
no hint of any fuch practice prevail* 
ing amongfl: them \ tho' their other 
fidgularlties are carefully iK>ted. 
. Bdc at the fame time it muft be 
I o«med, that they are mentioned by 
Sf^aho, as having their wives and 
diildren in common. 

Jn the next place, ^omponim Me' 
kf who alfo (hould feem to have been 
1 careful inquirer, found no fuch 
piaAice among any of the northern 
QKk»s of Europe y except that of 
Thrace only 5 who probably borrow- 
ed it from their Jjiatic neighbours. 
And this nation only of all the Euro^ 
peans ss noted by Straho ( 1. 7. ) on 
the fame account. 



It 
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It is true wc^are told by TacMi 
in his accounc of Germany, thac this 
(Germany) was almofl the only na- 
tion among the Barbarians, where 
fingle marriages were in ufe || : but in 
this I think he mufl be miftaken for 
the reafbns now mentioned. Befides 
that , this nation are fuppofed by 
Strabo to have been called Germans 
by the Romans^ becaufe they were 
Germans, that is, brethren to the 
Gauls, And indeed the Gauls we 
hear fo often of in the Roman hifto- 
rians before the times of Cafar, feem 
to have been in all refpe(5ts the fame 
people. Cafar f we know hath 
given a particular account of thcic 
manners, as they ftood at that time^ 



II He hath alfo obferved, that there were 
fome few of this nation, who thought the mar- 
riage of more wives than one a diftinguilhing 
pre-eminence of their nobility. 

II Bell. Gail. I. vi. 

and 
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and yet without the leaft mention of 
/ their being Pglygamifts : which 
could not have been well avoided, 
dpecially when he defcribed their 
manners in contradiftindion to thofc 
of the Germans. We are alfo told 
by Strahoy (1. 7.) that the Germans 
are in their nnanners like the Gauls. 

But thefe writers will cafily be 
reconciled, if we fuppofe that Tacitus^ 
confidering Gaul as now a Roman pro- 
vince, did not place its inhabitants 
among the number of the Barbarians, 

I T is obfervable however, befides 
all this, that it is made matter of 
doubt even by Tacitus himfelf, whe- 
ther the Aramfci migrated from 
Germany into ^annonia, or the Ofi 
defccnded into Germany from them 5 
bafinuch as their language, manners, 
and inftitutions were ftill the fame. 



') 
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But, fuppofing ^t Germans -were 
the only nacion among the BarbaU' 
ans that abftained from Polygamy, 
it is evident to a denfionftration, that 
they multiplied &fl:er than any other 
nation of the known world. And 
of this we need no other proof than 
the accounts we have of their incre- 
dible numbers, their continued con- 
tentions with the whole Roman power, 
and their almofl as continued daugh- 
ters from Marius to Gratian ; not- 
withftanding which they at laft pre- 
vailed over the whole force of the 
empire, and were eftabliOied into an 
empire of their own, at leaft as much 
by the advantage of their numbers as 
their prowefs. 

The numbers vanquiflied by Mi- 
rius were prodigious : and yet thoie 
fubdued and flatightered by Cafar 
were much more confiderable. Under 
the reign of Ati^uflus^ 2>rujus we 

are 



\ 



Hfe to\4 1 Tub^ued the greated aq^ 
ftrongefl nations f of Germany 5 apd 
yet notwithftanding this every one 
ka^w? with what ejfcefs and bitter- 
nefs of gtiff thaf enaperor was wont, 
nfter fhi^, |0 call Mpon ^u^mlm 
Varus 10 reftorc thofe legions, which 
this people had intjrfly ^ut off. 

In the fucceeding reign QermPfctts 
the foR €if ^r^ttSy sjher m^ny h^rd 
and dangiSfQUs jccuifij^s, fripfi^phed 
ovpr the Gerrn^PSf whp yet vexed 
th§ /?oi^tffi territories bpfqfe the cod of 
itj His rpn Qaliguh MndertopH an 
expedition againft then[>/ but return- 
ed wish^ut either j^nqiieft orglpryt 

I N the rejgft pf Vefpflfiafti ^Ih^ 
the eldec found macfrijils ^npuigh foe 
an ample hiftpry of rhf Rpmm w?irs 
j^rith t;hjs Q^manh whi(:h h? cprnpofed 



L 4 in 
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in twenty books. 'Plh. Ep. l iii' 
Ep. V. 

And it is obferved by TacituSy 
that from the confulate of Cacilius 
Metellus to the fccond confulate of 
Trajan, (a fpace of about no years) 
the Romans were employed in fubdu- 
ing the Germans : in which fpace I 
think it evident that they fuitained 
more damage from that nation than 
from all the reft of the world befides. 
It is true, Tacitus hath touched but 
lightly upon thefe loflcs 5 yet he can- 
not help owning that they were greater 
than thole fuftained from the Sam- 
nites, the Cartbaginiansy the Spa" 
niards, the Gauhy or the 'Parthians ; 
that they loft five confular armies to- 
gether, befides the legions under 
yarus 5 that neither Marius, Cafar, 
fDrufuSy Neroy or Germanicus fub- 
dued them with impunity 5 that after 
this they became the invaders, and 
drove the legions from their ftations, 



U 
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and grafped ac Gaul-, in a word, that 
of lace years they were more tri- 
umphed over than fubdued. 

From this time we hear little of 
them till the reign of Marcus Aure- 
lius^ who was fuccefsful again fl: them 
but not without infinite flaughter, 
and lofs of his arniies ]|. In honour 
of whofe conquefts over them and 
the Sarmata their allies, that noble 
pillar which bore his name was 
created to him by decree of the fenate. 
And from this pillar it fufficiently 
appearech, that the Romans themfclves 
then thought the deliverance of their 
emperor and armies, and the deftruc- 
tion of their enemies wrought by the 
miraculous interpoficion of Almighty 



I) Univerfi exercitus Romani perierunt. 
^utrop. 1. viii. 

* See Rtihetts's delineation of this pillar. 
N. XV, 

But 
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But whether this were obtained 
by the prayers of the <:hri(lians, qt 
the piety of the emperor, is no part 
of my prefent purpqfe to determine. 

CO MMO 2) C/^ who fucceeaed 
him is obferved by hiftorians to have 
had no refemblance of his father, but 
m his fuccefs againil the Qermam, 

The Germam began again to be 
■j froublefome under thp reign q^ Max- 
imin 5 and were again fMbdued. And 
yet about twenty years after they ra- 
vaged the empire under the reign of 
Valerian j and penetrated as far a$ 
Ravenna $ and in the next reign as 
far as Spain, Not long after, Claudfus 
Gothicus flew fifteen thoufaod of 
them in one battle : and foon after, 
jiurelian (the rapidity of whofe con- 
quefts made him not unworthily to 
be compared to Alexander) recovered 
the empire from them, and all other 

Bar^ 
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Barharians ; and yec in the compafs 
of a very few years chey pofleued 
themfelves of all the Gauis, and were 
expulfed by 'Prohus, who flew four 
hundred thoufand of them, and took 
fixtecn thoufand into pay. 

I N the reign of ^iockjim they 
infefted the empire by feaj and in 
the fame reign Conjiantius flew flxty 
thoufand of them in one day by 
land : and yet from this time to the 
reign of Gratiatiy which was about 
ninety years, they found the Romans 
more work to fubdue and keep them 
within bounds, than all Barbarians 
of all other denominations : as any 
man will find, who will be ac the 
trouble of perufing Ammianm Mar' 
ceUinus j who obferveth of them, 
that II They ixerea nation who by their 
rejikfs commotions confounded tht Ro* 



I) L<. 28. c. V. E(f. Gronov, 

I man 
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man affairs isjithout meafure or end 5 
and ahho they were often diminifhei 
from the very beginning by a variety 
of cbameSy yet they open fprung up 
again Jo fafty that you would imagine 
they bad been unhurt for many ages. 

From hence I think it evident to 
a demonftration, that the Germans^ 
who were ftrangers not only to 
Polygamy, but to promifcuous copu- 
lations, ftri<5t obfervers of chaftity, 
and the obligations of the marriage 
union ||, were yet the moft prolific 
people of any in the then known 
world. Confcquently that the fwarms 
of the northern hive were not owing 
to thofe pradices. 

Nor is this fo much to be won- 
dered at, if we confidcr that the An- 
tient Germany contained according to 



jj 'Tacit. 

the 
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the accounts of the moft antietit geo- 
graphers, particularly 'Pomponius Me- 
la, (befides the country now fo called) 
tDenmarky Nor'way, and the greateft 
part of Sweden and Poland as far as 
the Weyjfel. And to thefe Cluverius 
adds Bohemia, and all that region 
from the fountains of ^thc V'tjiula to 
the Euxine fea : that is^ it contained 
thofc countries which from their fruit- 
fulncfs in men, were antiently called 
Officina GenUum\. 

And this reafoning will be &rther 
ftrengthened if it be found upon en- 
quiry that neither were the Goths and 
Vandals Polygamifts, And this is 
apparent, 

First, Becaufe they are charged 
by no hiftorian with this practice. 



\\ The wcrkhoule of nations, /. e. the work- 
houfe where men are made. 

Se- 
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Secondly, Becaufc they fo tafily 
became ./chriftians : whereas it is ootO' 
rious cfaac Polygamy hath always re- 
markably obftru6hd the converfion 
pf chofe nations to chriftianity, who 
were infe^ed with this cuftom. 

Thirdly, Becaufe their chaftity is 
cclebirated by chriftian writers, in 
coritradiftiniStion to the Roman chrif- 
tians ofthofe times*. And, 

Lastly, Bepaufe I think it fuf- 
ficiciitly evident, that the Goths and 
Vandah were no other than different 
tribes of the Germanic nation : and 
that for thefe reafons j 

E I R s T, Becaufe the Boutones are 
numberwl by Straho among the peo* 
pie of Germany ; and critics agree that 



♦ Salvian de guhematione Deiyhj. fubfinem.' 
p. 154, 160. 

thefe 
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Mn :^tt tht Guttones of <P//«^, 

(cttiled BdJ^oM^jthro' the mi^ke of a 

iecK^, itt ct)6 manuA:ripc of iSlff^, in* 

ile^ *&f Gmiams) mentiontd in his 

actbutit df that nation ||» 

And thefc are mentioned by him 
as ^ part of the VandiJi (#;«<. the Vart' 
dais) 'ivho are mmed ibitmoft in the 
lift of ^jhfc Gstmanif tribes. And here 
it h reniai4(^<ej that as 1^ Goths art 
here accounted a part of the^v^/^/s^ 
fo the Vandals are accounted by 'Pro' 
capius aspart ofthe(5«W&5. Bell Van. 
1. 1» c. ii. 

rjCrrUS found two of thefc 
nations, the Gothmi and the Gotho' 
nes among the Germkns in his time : 
but the femter he deemedi to ha^m 
been originally Gauls. In one word, 
I toftow no one point more agfleed 



\\ M/.J*/f.1. 4.C. Kiv. 

among 
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among learned men, eicher dntienc 
or modem, than that the Goths and 
Vandals were derived from the fame 
Iburce with the Angles y Swedes, 
Teutones, and Cimhri ^ that is, that 
they were Germans. 

The only difficulty how reniain- 
ing is, to know why the/e nations 
have for feveral centuries paft ( that 
is, fince thr<ftablifliment of chriftia- 
nity) ceafed to fwarm. 

And tho' this en<^uiry hath I own 
coft me more trouDle than almoft 
any of the preceding diflertations, yet 
as it is properly no neceffary part or 
appendix of the queftion before mc, 
the reader will I hope excufe me, if 
my anfwers are very fhort. 

In the firft place then let it be 
obferved, that no empire ever rofe 
gradually to great grandeur in the 
midft of other furrounding ftates and 

kingdoms. 
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kingdoms, without the expcnce of a 
great number of lives : at leaft, I am 
ftjrc, that of Rome did not* 

In the next placel takeit for grant- 
ed, that no empire fo raifed ever was 
ruined without a like expence of lives. 
This alfo muft be allowed to have 
been the cafe of the Roman empire. 

That ftate, as I apprehend, was 
in its moft flourifliing condition to- 
wards theclofe of the commonwealth. 
And from that time its inhabitants 
were, I think, gradually diminiflied^ 
to the end ofjuftman's reign* 

MARIVS loft great numbers of 
Rolfum foldiers in the (laughter of the 
Teutofies and Cmhri, Ojf2rr • loft 
many more in his {laughters df itiore 
than a million {| of Gauh and GeV' 

\\ He i» faid to have deftroyed (befides 
thole fkin in the civil war) 1,15)2,000 enemies. 
Plin. JBfi. Nat. L 7. c xxv. 

M mans ; 
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mans ; the civil wars that enfued 
weakened the Romans to fuch a de- 
gree, as to encourage the invafion of 
Barbarians^ particularly the Germans, 
Auguttus loft his legions j jDrufis 
and Germanicus won honour again ft 
them J but ftill the empire was weak- 
ened. The incredible luxury and 
cruelty of all the emperors, from 
Jugufius to Fe/pafian, added to the 
deftruiStions by famines, peftilences, 
and earthquakes, weakened and 
wafted it yet more. From Vefpafian 
to Adrian were deftroyed (to fay no- 
thing of other fubjeds) more than 
two millions of Jeiios j nor did they 
fall with impunity ; they fold their 
lives at the dcareft {{ rate ; and tho* 
they feemed at this time brought to 
the brink of deftrudtion, yet ftill they 
found work for Antoninus Tius his 



II They flaughtered, befides tht'Roma/t for- 
ces, about half a million of people, in C^etie 
and Cyprus* 

fuC" 
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fucceflor to fubdue them : as did the 
Britons, the ^i6is, the Germans, 
and the l^aca, 

H I s fucceflor Marcus Jurelius 
was in the end fuccefsful againft the 
'PartbianSy (under the conduft of his 
brother, who led the Roman army) 
but not till after he had firft loft his 
lieutenant and his legloiis |{. 

The lofles and diftrefles he fuf^ 
tained againft the Germans are well 
known, and have been already men^ 
tioned 5 nor were thofe incoafider- 
able which were fuftained from all 
the barbarous nations leagued in arms 
againft him, from ^annonia to Gaul 
inclufive, tho' they were in the end 
triamphed over. 



(( After this the Romans wafted Media and 
MJopoiamiOj and murdered about half a million 
of people, in the facking oi Sekucia. 

Ml And 



i<$4 Reflections an 

And to all thcfe may be added 
the dcftru(5tion of an infinite nunnbct 
of men, in the ruin of Epbefus and 
JNicomedia by earthquakes. 

It were endlefs to recount the 
deftrudtion of mankind wrought 
from this period to the eftabli(hment 
of the empire under Conftantine, by 
fire and earthquakes, by chriftian 
perfecutions, by frequent and cruel 
contentions of competitors for the 
empire, by wars over the face of the 
whole earth, from eafl to weft, and 
firom north to fouth, by the ravage 
and wafte of provinces, from the in- 
curfions of BarharianSy and the con- 
fequcnces of thefe, peflilences and 
famines : one peftilence particularly 
under G alius and FoIufianuSy which 
lafled fifteen years 5 of which Zozf' 
mus relateth, (Htfi. 1. i .) that whilft 
war raged on all fides, every nation 
fubjed to the Romans being invaded 

and 
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\t and wafted by the Scythians ^ a plague 

J came both upon cities and villages, 

..| which deftroyed all that was left of 

I human kind, and made more havock 

I than any that had ever gone before 

it. 



Within this period the tyrant and 

monfter Maximin deftroyed, befides 

his cruelty to his own fubjedis, Gef' 

.J many for three or four hundred miles, 

' and many inhabitants ; and Claudius 

flew three hundred and twenty thou- 

• fand Goths^ thence named Gothicus : 

and 2)ecius loft his life and his army 

againft the Scythians. 






y 

fi 



Within this period it was, that 
Valerian was circumvented and cru- 
elly tortured to death by the 'Perfians^ 
and Galltenus his fon (a fecond Nero) 
brought the empire to the brink of 
clcftru6lion3 and befides all the other 
blood fpilt in his reign, ( more than 
in ?iny other from the foundation of 
M 3 iVv^ 



/ 
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the empire) he is faid to have deftroyed 
from three to four thoufand a day of 
his own foldiers {Trehell. 'Poll, in Gal) 
dureing a reign of ten years. In his 
time the empire was prefcrved by 
thofe very means which moft natu- 
rally tended to deftroy it. The conr 
tempt of his effeminacy, and terrour 
of his cruelty, created many rebellions 
againil him, many ufurpers of the 
empire, (no fewer than thirty) who 
defended on their own account what 
they would have negle<aed on his. 

The moft eminent among thefe 
were Odenatus and Mmilianus, and, 
above all, the greateft woman of 
her own, or perhaps of any other 
age, Zenohia. 

Within this period Jurelian re- 
covered the empire in fomc meafure 
at the expence of much blood and 
daughters, and as it ran faft to ruin 
after hiiip, ^ioclefian in foreiight and 

in 
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in rerrour of its impending deftrudion 
retired from grandeur. 

Nor were almoft all thefe fore-* 
mentioned evils lefs continued, or lefs , 
coofumeing, from the death of CoU' 
Jiantine the Great, to the re eftablifli- 
ment and re-union of the empire, 
under ^eodofius the Great. 

Within this period, the Germans 
wafted GauJ, the Sarmata 'Pannonia, 
the PiSfs England, and the Gotbs to 
the very walls of Conflantinopk 5 
againfl: whom Vakns loft his life, 
with fuch a miferable {laughter of his 
forces, as the Romans had never fut* 
tained fince Canna, and the vi(5tors 
were foon after defeated to an utter 
cxcifion by Theodofius, as the Ger' 
mans were expulfed from Gaul by 
Gratian 5 and yet fo exhaufted was 
the empire at this time, that it was 
as much as both thefe emperors could 
do with the united forces of Europe, 
M 4 JJay 
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Afia^ and Africa^ to rcprcfs them 5 
and ac length Theodofius was glad to 
buy their friendfliip by the affignment 
of lands in the provinces, and taking 
their beft troops into pay, by which 
means the peace of the empire was 
fecured from that quarter. 

This howevef could not fecure it 
from the irruptions of other Barba' 
riam, who from the heart of Scythia 
crouded to the banks of the Danuh, 
which is ftill an additional proof, 
that the empire was now exhaufted. 

The truth is, more populous na- 
tions feem as naturally to migrate to 
fuch as are more thinly inhabited, as 
the grofler air gravitates to thofe 
parts where it happeneth by any ac-> 
cident to be rarefied. 

THEODOSIUS, it is true, had 
the felicity to reprefs and to vancpifh 
thefe and all his other enemies, he. 

repicflcd 
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[ reprefled thefe with great flaughter of 
\ their forces, and his other enemies 
c with great flaughter of his own, fo 
ij great flaughter of his own forces, and 
a fubje(fts of the empire, in his con- 
A fljAs with Marcellinus and Max/mus, 
with Eugenius and ArhogaJieSy and 
the flaughter of the feditious at Tbef- 
falonica, that however the reputation 
of the empire was raifed under him, 

I the number of its inhabitants, which 
arc its natural ftrength, was, I think, 
I confiderably impaired at his death. 
And that it daily and vifibly decayed 
both in flirengch and reputation from 
this time to the reign of Jujiiniany 
is, I think, out of all doubt |{. 

Within this period ( to omit 
other calamities ) Attila the Hunt the 



II Procopius relateth {Bell. Perf. 1. i.) that 
in the reign of Jufi'm three hundred thoufand 
inhabitants of ^rf0<ri& perifhed in one earth- 
quake. 

terrour 



/ 
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tcrrour of the world, or, as he more 
properly ftiled himfelf, thefcourge of 
Gody ravaged the eaft, and made 
Theodofim the younger, tributary ; 
wafted Mcefia, Macedon, and ^bef- 
falyy and fubjc(3:ed the German na- 
tions of all denominations ; which we 
may well believe could not be cflfei^- 
ed without infinite bloodihed 5 and 
pouring in upon the empire with an 
army of 700,000 men, wafted GW; 
and tho' his fury was awhile arrefted 
by the united forces of the Goths and 
the empire under the conduct of 
Tbeodoric and Aet'mSy and the lofs of 
a dreadful battle, in which 200,000 
of his forces fell, yet he foon after de- 
ftroyed ^annonta, and facked almoft 
all the cities of Italy -^ at length being 
diverted from the dcftruAion of Rome 
by the interceflion of L^o the Great, 
he returned home : where this man 
of blood died by a bleeding at his 
Qofe. 

Not 
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Not long zftetGenfiric tookRomey 
and carried many choufands of the 
citizens into captivity to Carthage, 

Within this period Odoacer alfo 
took Rome, and was afterwards de- 
feated with great flaughter of his ar- 
mies by Theodorict tho' not without 
considerable lofs. 

Here then I lay down thefe pofi- 
tions as truths, which I apprehend 
will not be long contefted by the 
thinking and learned reader: 

First, That the numbers of man- 
kiiuJ in that which hath fince been 
knoWn by the name of the Roman 
world, were confiderably impaired 
from the firft Carthaginian war to 
the end of the Roman commonwealth. 

Secondly, That the numbers of 
mankind were very confiderably im- 
paired 
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paired throughout the Roman world, 
From that period to the reign of Jufti' 
nian ||. 

Thirdly, I apprehend that the 
northern hive, at leaft the European 
part of it, was now throughly ex- 
haufted, nor can any man make this 
a doubt, who confidereth that they 
had now been inceffantly fwarming 
for fix hundred years, that they 
had now fpread and fettled themfelvcs 
not only all over Europe^ but made 
confiderable eftablifliments even in 
Afric. Thefe fcttlements and efta- 
blifliments were not made at Icfs ex- 
pence than the dcftrudion of at leaft 
one half of their own people, as well 
as of thofc whom they conquered, at 
leaft in Europe, 



II In his reign the Terjians over-ran all the 
eaft as far as Antioch^ which they fack'd with 
an infinite flaughter. 

My 
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My finccre opinion is, that not 

1 one fourth part of their number, I 

I mean, of thole numbers with which 

they overfpread Europe, and invaded 

jifric, was now in being, when Ju^ 

fiinian undertook to recover Afric 

kovci the FandaJs, and not one half 

of thefe after his attempts to recover 

Italy out of the hands of the Goths 5 

' I and tho' he went a great way towards 

efFe<5ting this by the uncommon wif- 

donn, virtue, fortitude and felicity of 

BelizariuSy yet the little armies he 

led, and even thofe made up for the 

moft part of Barharians, fufficiently 

(hew how throughly the empire was 

exhaufted at this time. 



•7J 



j 



All thefe confiderations lead me 
to the fame conclufion, <oiz. That 
the numbers of mankind throughout 
the north of Europe, and both the 
European and Jfiatic part of the 
Roman empire, were at the Time of 

Jufiinians 
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Jufiinians acceffion to the empire, 
or at leaft at the time of the deftruc- 
tion of Jntioch by Cofioez, reduced 
to Icfs than one half of what they 
were at Augujiuss acceflion to it 5 fo 
that had the northern hive been left 
unmolefted from that time, it had 
not been capable of fwarming with 
its antient vigour in lc(s than two 
centuries at fooneft. 



Soon after the third expedition of 
Coffoez againfl; the RomanSy came that 
remarkable plague upon the earth, fb 
exactly and fo judicioufly defcribed 
by ^roccpms || ; which traverfed 
every part and portion of the earth 
with a regular and equable 'cleftruc- 
tion J and if we may judge by the 
numbers deftroyedat Colijiantinoplejff 

\\ BeU. Perf. 1. ii. 

•f Where it raged four months, and de- 
ftroyed firft five thoufand, and then ten thou- 
fend a day, and it is remarkable that there 
are records oif a plague ragemg in Ireland about 
this time. ' ;' 

» (and 
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(and I think wc may, inafmuch as we 
are affured it deftroycd equably and 
alike in all climates, in all feafons of 
the year, in city and in country) it 
could not cut off lefs than one half 
of the human fpecies then fubfifting. 

Suppose then the northern hive 
difabled at the beginning of this 
plague from fwarming for two cen- 
turies, it is evident that at the end 
of it they were difabled from fwarm- 
ing with their wonted vigour in lefs 
than four centuries, that is, before 
the tenth || century of the chriftian 
aera j and before that time chriftianity 
introduced civility, and civility cul- 
ture, which enabled the earth to flip- 
port more than double, I may fay, 
more than ten times its anticnt: inha- 
bitants. 



11 I think, from (he calculations before laid 
down, they could not fwarm with their an- 
tient vigour before the twelfth centary. 

That 
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That the inhabitants of Germany 
arc now more than double, I may 
fay, more than quadruple the num- 
ber they were in the days of Cafar 
and TacituSy is, I think, paft all 
doubt. 

I think it evident from the moft 
antient account of thefe northern 
nations, that they led a kind of paf- 
toral life, like the Nomades of Scytbia, 
and it is evident from the nature of 
the thing, that all countries where 
the people do fo, muft be thinly in- 
habited. 

The Germans^ we are exprefly told, 
then had little culture, no cities, and 
but occafional houfes. It was then 
fheir glory (as the prophet Ifaiah 
cxprefleth it) to he placed alone in the 
mtdft of the earthy to be defended by 
defolations all around them ; and one 
of thefe, as Cafar relateth, was fix 

hun- 
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b^odieii^ miles over. Theio <]ejbl^ 
tiadtiiKC now VixaOnei, mKcboikiire 
i tiidsiifiiiy adi^ckfos have foocecdo^ 

Thet were then defended by 
\iAiKi afi4 fxu^f dbeSj ttid^ kij^^rlble 
Ibfelfe of mcr^ble extent ^ they' ace 
i<oW defended; by /ftHoog^and popu* 
iou^- <kie9^ jheif m^xQm and their 
Wkos are drtihed, and^ choir £orelb 
deftroycdw ;. 

WHAf we «6w caU'tlW N^&w* 
/<}f;i^5» in tbe dayi^ of thoi Barbant 
idctjffieds weff utterly de(biaMd)^<they • 
ac^ now covefed wicb vncountabie 
mukkudesofi^eitoi^ 

Ak^ how aveeheie nam&ers made 
alp») Beyond ai( eoaciadidbiqn frolil 
infcnfible fwarms ofthe northern hivej 
it' being notorious that both their 
cttlies and (hips are filled wit^ 7)ane5, 
SvaedeSy Normoegiansy Tdkf, MufcO' 
:■.■•■ N niius 
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-vites and (^krmans • of all ibrts,^ who 
attiounc in : che it^hdte '^ imfisbei s 
equivalenc to chft- nyift: ntmieroins 
fwarms of many centuries in ancicht 
times. 

: Bmi.AN2) is ^Ifo^ a'roreptacle 
of'the fame kind. SiiMittbeks ^h^ 
hath computed and^ proved t thifik 
plainly enough, that' the inhabitants 
of England were before the Revohi<* 
tion more than twenty times as.mtfny 
as they were at the time oi the Con- 
queft. Now in the courfc oftfieir 
natural increase the^'coiild not then 
be mukiplied more- than - fixfold 5 
to what . then canj-wc afcribe this 
great additional excei^ but partly^ td 
infeniible fwarms from other coun* 
tries.for.tfae advantages of tirade and 
liberty>5 amdpardy to more fenHble 



II S^r his^moral evidence of die origination 
ojfflwiifcind^ 5v2- c. 10. 



caufes^ 



\ 
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caiifes,. as the ieccing up thcinquificion 
in the Netherlands^ and perfecuting 
tht Huffmots in France/ 

* . • ' 

That : regions feemingly barren 
can and ^^ually do contain tenfold 
the number of inhabitants chat an** 
tiently poflefled them, is put out of 
all doubif by die account we have of 
the numbers of the antient i/<?/w/## 
compared with thofe of the prefent 
Swijs, who inhabit the fame court- 
try.' "..[■'/' : _ 

This country was thbtight too 
harrow, as well for the numbers as 
the martial' fpiric of the inhabitants in 
the times of Cafar^ and thcrefotc 
they migrated in fearch of a better ; 
their intire number is exa<5tly tranf- 
mitted to us hy C afar : they and 
their allies, men, women and chil- 
dren, made up in all but three hun- 
dred and (ixcy-eight thou&nd fouls, 
of which ninety thoufand are com- 

N 1 putcd . 
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j^utcd to be men qipable of bearing 
^ms. One of the thirteen Swifi^ 
cantons (Bern) can now fend out one 
hundred thouland fighting men into 
the field : and Zutkb will engage 
to ratfe fifty . thoufand fightkig meit 
in the fpace of cwenty«fbur hours. 

To all this may be added^ 

First, That the increafe of man- 
kind within the limits of the Roman 
empire was confiderably retarded 
within this period, by the celibacy of 
the chriftian priefthood, and the efla- 
blidiment of fb many monafteries and 
nunneries, by which confiderable 
numbers were fbut out from focial 
commerce, and the world deprived 
of theadvantagies of a regular propa- 
gation fcom them ||. 

Sfi* 



\\ This, rrk^it be iAuftrocAi by ^May tst>- 
fiances ; 1 ifhau mentiou bat one: 

When 
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Secondly, That from the days 
ofjuftinian, the Roman empire grew 
cv€ry day weaker and weaker, till 
that of the Saracens ^as eftablifhed 
upon its ruins in the eaft and fbmh j 
and ihofe of the Franks^ Lombardsy 
and Gcthi of various denominations 
(all Germanic bodies) in the weft \. 

In the very next reign the Z-e^w- 
hards poffefled themfelves of Italy \ 



When Gfigory the Great would depxeajiie 
the divine vengeance, in order to avert the 
plague which wifefted Italy *^ in confequence 
Q^ the delete hereafter Qoted, (toward^ %\^ 
clofe of the uxtb century) hecompofed a fevep- 
fold litany; to perform which wrvice he di- 
vided the whole people of jRtms^ into (evep 
chorus's, of which the fecular clergy made 
one ; the abbots with their monk* a fecond ; 
and the abbelles with their nuns (which to Ihew 
their numbers are called congregations) a 
third. Vide LandiUfhi Sa^acis jidiiitc^icntmn 
Htft. Mtfcell. 

II All tbefc a^e re^fpr^ why tb^s nprrfiera 
hive, if it fw^rnicii n all after this period^ 
muft fvvarm later. 

N 3 Tiberius 
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Tiberius was (uccefsful againft the 
^erfians in the caft, but the weft 
was given up. 

In the reign of Mauritius^ the 
Barbarians rofe in their demands of 
tribute under the title of penfion, and 
foon after, Tbrace was wafted by the 
SclavonianSt and tho' 50,000 of 
thefe and other Barbarians were flain 
by the Romans in one battle, yet 
they prevailed in the end ; and both 
they and the 'PerJ/ans deftroyed the 
Roman armies : and foon after forty 
cities of IDalmatia were laid wafte, 
and an infinite number of captives 
taken ; all which the emperor (tho' 
very rich) refufeing to redeem at the 
loweft rate, Cbajanus in a rage maf* 
facred. 

I T would be endlefs to purfuc the 
detail of miferies that awaited this 
wretched empire in its decline : it is 
fnfficient to obfervc, that all the 

omens 
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omens iahid indioacioos of approaching 
ruia atccfiiied it from the days of 
Jufliman% and- tihcreforc I. fliall beg 
leave to conclude this head with a 
very remarkable incident of this 
reign , I ' mean MauriUusSy which 
was this : A: kind of fecond deluge 
(followed by a dreadful peftilence ) 
overfpread Italy^ from the fwelling 
of its feveral rivers 5 the waters pour'd 
in thro' the higheft windows of their 
churches, and over the tops of their 
city walls 5 the villages were deftroy'd, 
and men and animals fwept away 5 
and the country was covered with 
immenfe lakes, for a confiderable 
time after. 

It might now be faid o^ Italy, as 
it antiently was of the land of Jfraely 
in the days of Shamgar 5 the high' 
ways were unoccupied 5 nay more, 
they were defaced and loft : and 
among thefe the Flaminian way was 
now in all probability partly torn 

away, 
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»way, aod partly coV'Crcd with ^ofe 
Jirata of earth, which ooocealed it 
irom (ig^t for (o many fuaeeding 

«g« J. 

The curious reader will, I hope, 
think this <iigre(Gon pardonable. 

It may probably be thotidit an 
obje^ion to the poficions 4an laid 
down, that die Danes and 'Sorvoc- 
gians are found to have iwarnrred into 
England and Ireland towards the be- 
ginning of the ninth century. 

To which I anfwer, Firft, They 
had three hundred years to recruit 
from the time of the forementioned 
iProcofyian plague 5 not wwe civility 
and culture yet introduced atnongft 
them by the chriftian religion *. 

I 

11 And poiFihly the Jppian irrecoverably 
flooded. 

^ Their converfion to chriftiamty began 
with G(thurn their king in the reign o( JIfredy 
tow ards the end pf the ninth century. 

Se- 
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S£coNi>L.T^ As thfy were incirdy 
out of the reach of the Roman airms^ 
axud out of the road of thole northern 
incurfions. which crolTed the ^a* 
nuhe. And, . 

Thirdly^ As there is reaibn to 
bdiere chat ^knmfiri was anttencly 
better cultiTaced than other northern 
regions ^y in all probability they QjS* 
fered lefs wafte horn invafions, and 
lefs diminution from migrations. 
And, 

Lastly, Their fwarms were mow 
very Iktle and inconfidesabie, com* 
paced with thofe of oh« ^$moras aiod 
Omhri their anceflon. 

Thbt wereiefl8bri;flftd,m/r^^0(^, 
by means of the ime^c difcords 



• *i» I * » *< H iA * * *i ^ < I I M 



^ Ther^ardgr^aciie^cf0o|)09novir found 
in theit woods, of which their grounds were 
carefully cleared in tha earlier ages. 

and 
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and divided inccrefts of their petty 
princes ; yet not till after a' courfe q( 
continual fupplies foc.neartwo clb^ 
curies, and . they gained j groand^ ia 
England' by the Came- ma.as aid 
meafures, before the claini&atid c6n-> 
tentions of the heptarchy were 
throughly decided and i;econciled un^ 
der. one monarch $ tHb' not without 
the advantage of gfeacer/humbers, 
and a c(Mitentibn of. equal ^ontinu* 
ance. . ;:,..,' •; ; • •;!■. ■. ■■■'. 

Now, altho' thefe drains were not 
fo ftrong and fo fudden, yet being fo 
long continued, I apprehend, that 
about the dune of their; eftabHfliment 
ki Enghnd^thtn country wis throly 
exhauftcd ; fo exhaufted> thatit could 
not be rightly recruited in lefs than 
,'^oo years,' d&reihg which time they 
were' employed in bloody and almoft 
continued contefts with their neigh- 
bours, and before the end of it^ w'a. 

' . ''■-:■'. ;.. ■■ A. 
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A. D. 1182/^, greatly, dimininied by 
a dre^dfifl 'peftflehce, - 'ajid'-bcforc Aat 
C^ld be wHl'ircebVei'ied, by knodiet*/ 
Jl;>I>; 137<> II, iitteridii^'f 'with a fe- 
mine, ind 'before thiVi^iMd be'reccK 
vered, by ' airotheiJ, %"!>. ' 1 484: ^^ 
much more', dreadful 'dnd'dcltradtive 
than cithpr' of thcprfecdeihg, '^hithf 
fwcpc off brie half of thc'huriiian fpes^ 
cics J and which coilfe^ti^tly they 
cannot have rccove^etf^tb this day : 
and I am 'weirafliired,' th4f the late 
prince George yt ^eniirark was wont? 
to aflign this plague as the reafon why 
the northetrt hive had-notf fwarmed 
for fome centuries. ; 

* Meurfti Htfti Dan. 1. 2. 

I) This was' probably the fame plague men- 
tioned bySii- Matthew i/^/V, ibid; cix. x. to 
have wafted Italy' in 13 J^^; for as it lafted fifieeji 
years, and deftroyed the nor^h and fouth alikei 
the Italian writers probably date it from the 
year in which the fouth foffered moft, and 
Metirfttis in that wherein it fell heavieft upon 
the north, inafmuch as the compafs of fifteen 
years takes in both the dates. 

\ Mearfn Hifi. Dan. 1. 4.- 

i Ibid, pars fecunda, 1. 2. " 

I It 
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It wet e cafy to ckduoe the hi'^ 
ftoiies of ockec. noithem oatioas ia 
the fame mannet, and account for 
thcu not oversowing even tindei che 
advannges ofa greater incoeafe till 
the diicoyery of America^ and the 
way to the Eaf luJies by the cape 
of Good Hope 'f both which have 
fince drained Europe of more than 
her natural ovecfiowinas, and will ia 
all prob£^lUcy be iufficient to do (o 
fi> the end of the world. 

F|LaM what hach been f^id, I 
hope, it is now fufficiently apparent, 
that neither the antient nor the preient 
world hath been peopled by Poly- 
gamy 5 quite otherwife : that the 
increafe of mankind hach in all aged 
and regions' of the world been beft 
promoted by (ingle raarriagesi 
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